5/s 


San  Francisco  Public  Library 

Government  Information  Center 
San  Francisco  Public  Library 
100  Larkin  Street.  5th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


REFERENCE  BOOK 

Not  to  be  taken  from  the  Library 


Digitized  by  the  Internet  Archive 
in  2016 


https://archive.org/details/quarterlystatist1992sanf 


f THE.POLICE  COMMISSION 

% OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 


J CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


eSSKMSMIS  B6PT. 

'^Ulij  |l88g 


PUBul'tll 


^RV 


ALFREDA  DAVIS  PORTER 
DIRECTOR 

555  SEVENTH  STREET 
ROOM  252 
SAN  FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA 
94103-4732 
FAX:  (415)  553-1 192 
(415)  553-1407 


1992 

FIRST  QUARTER 
-STATISTICAL  REPORT 


WITH 

MARCH  1992  TOTALS 


\> 

y>*'  ‘7.-  fy” 

‘S  eni!AjqwooTOii;:>'-»C' “‘ ■ 


• iriKI:35!Hr^V 
ii»«l  i Kin.  . 


a>V‘:*^  ^^«^>C/Yn40oc^^ 

I 


R9'mAU0y,HR 
riOR3R  jA::,r'  c:TAT3' 


HI  IV/ 

:roT  rec't  hOHAM 


% 


.1#, 


3 1223  06447  3417 


OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
STATISTICAL  REPORT 
FIRST  QUARTER  1992 
TABLE  OF  CONTENTS 


PAGE  CONTENTS 

1 Year  to  Date  Totals  as  of  31  March  1992,  with  Pending  Graphic 

2 Complaints  and  Allegations  by  Unit  for  First  Quarter  1992 

3 GRAPHIC:  Complaints  by  Station:  First  Quarter  1991  and  1992  Compared 

4 Total  Allegations  Closed  in  1992 

5 Complaints  and  Allegations  by  Unit  for  March  1992 

6 ' Complaints  and  Allegations  by  Time  for  March  1992 

7 How  Complaints  are  Received  in  1992 

8 Cases  Pending  Prosecution  by  Management  Control  Division  of  SFPD 

9 Cases  Pending  Prosecution  by  Office  of  Citizen  Complaints 

13  Action  Taken  on  OCC  cases  in  1992 

14  Cases  sent  to  SFPD  in  1992 

Appendix: 

A Map  of  San  Francisco  Police  Districts 

B Definitions  of  Allegations 

C Definitions  of  Dispositions 


NOTES: 

A.  The  term  "Case"  used  in  this  report  refers  to  one  complaint,  usually  containing 
various  allegations  of  different  misconduct  types.  The  term  "Allegation"  as  used  in  this 
report  refers  to  one  allegation  of  one  type  of  misconduct.  Cases  may  contain  numerous 
allegations  of  misconduct,  against  numerous  officers.  This  account  for  the  difference  in 
complaint  and  allegation  totals  throughout  this  report. 

B.  There  are  no  Policy  Recommendations  to  be  reported  in  the  Quarter. 


OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 


Year  to  Date  Totals  as  of  1 st  Quarter  1 992 


January  ‘92 

February  ’92 

March  ’92 

FIRST 

QUARTER 

TOTAL* 

YEAR  TO 
DATE 
TOTAL* 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES 

RECEIVED 

75 

75 

104 

254 

254 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES 

SUSTAINED.... 

5 

1 

7 

13 

13 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES 

CLOSED  

112 

97 

124 

333 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES 

PENDING 

558 

520 

556 

556 

* Total  numbers  of  complaints  adjusted  for  voided  complaints  (duplicate  contacts,  merged  and  voided  numbers,  etc.), 
and  adjusted  by  subtracting  referrals  because  of  lack  of  jurisdiction. 


PENDING  COMPLAINTS 
Progress  at  OCC 


^2 


690  r 
680- 
670- 
660- 
650- 
640- 
630- 
620- 
610- 
600- 
590- 
580- 
570- 
560- 
550*- 

91-1STQtr  91-2NDQtr  91-3RDQtr  91-4THQtr  92-1STQtr 
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DATE:  01/01/1992  TO  03/31/1992 
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OFFICE  OF  CmZEN  COMPLAI^^S 
TOTAL  ALLEGATIONS  CLOSED  IN  1992 


ALLEGATIONS  SUSTAINED 


January 

February 


1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 


POUCY/  TRAINING 
D PROCEDURI  FAILURE 
0 2 0 

0 1 0 

1 0 0 

1 3 0 


TOTAL 


15 

24 

0 

0 

0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


7 3 8 0 


3 0 24 


ALLEGATIONS  NOT  SUSTAINED 


January 

February 

March 

1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 


UF 

35 

20 

6 

61 


UA  CRD 

47  19 

29  23 

21  10 

97  52 


ND  RS 

44  10 

39  4 

17  2 

100  16 


POUCY/  TRAINING 
D PROCEDURI  FAILURE 
31  0 0 

27  0 0 

21  0 0 

79  0 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


61 


97 


52  100  16  2 


79 


0 


0 


407 


ALLEGATIONS  UNFOUNDED 


January 

February 

March 

1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 


UF 


15 

11 

34 


RS 


0 

3 


POUCY/  TRAINING 
D PROCEDURI  FAILURE 
1 0 0 

3 1 0 

0 0 0 

4 1 0 


40 

31 

26 

97 

0 

0 

0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


34  22 


14  19  3 0 


0 97 


ALLEGATIONS  FOUND  TO  BE  PROPER  CONDUCT 


February 

March 

1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 


UF  UA 

17  85 

10  43 

11  59 

38  187 


POUCY/  TRAINING 
D PROCEDURI  FAILURE 
2 0 0 

0 3 0 

0 0 0 

2 3 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


38  187 


9 50  0 0 


3 0 289 


i^EGARONS  IN  WHICH  NO  FINDING  WAS  THE  DISPOSITION 


January 

February 

March 

1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 


ND 


8 

0 

9 


RS 


0 

0 


POUCY/  -mAINING 
D PROCEDURI  FAILURE 
0 0 0 

2 0 0 

0 0 0 

2 0 0 


TOTAL 

7 

15 

7 

29 

0 

0 

0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


6 5 6 9 


0 2 


0 0 


29 


ALLEGATIONS  WITHDRAWN 


January 

February 

March 

1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 


POUCY/  TRAINING 
D PROCEDURI  F/ULURE 
0 0 0 

1 0 0 

0 0 0 

1 0 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
Complaints  by  Time  of  Event 
DATE:  03/01/1992  TO  03/31/1992 


UNIT 


0001-  0801-  1601-  VARIOUS  UNKNOWN 

0800  1600  2400 


-Unknown  Assignment 
IJ  -Tenderloin  Task  Fore 
3A  -Central  Station 
38  -Southern  Station 
3C  -Potrero  Station 

30  -Mission  Station 
3E  -Northern  Station 
3F  -Park  Station 

3G  -Richmond  Station 
3H  -Ingleside  Station 

31  -Taraval  Station 
48  -Solo  Motorcycle 

4M  -Muni  Transit  Detail 
4T  -Headquarters  Company 
5F  -Fraud 
5N  -Narcotics 
5V  -Vice  Crimes/Prosti tu 


6 8 

2 1 

2 2 

3 0 

4 4 

6 5 

3 2 

2 1 

1 1 

2 6 

0 1 

0 1 

0 0 

0 1 

0 1 

0 1 

0 1 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


TOTAL 


19  31  37  0 15 


Time  of  events  will  not  add  up  to  numbers  of  complaints.  There  may  be 
several  times  mentioned  in  one  complaint  (e.g.,  time  of  arrest,  time  of 
transport,  time  of  release  may  all  be  mentioned  in  one  complaint). 


OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
HOW  COMPLAINTS  ARE  RECEIVED 
In  1992 


IN  PERSON 

PHONE 

MAIL 

SFPD 

MAYOR 

OTHER 

TOTAL 

January 

31 

23 

16 

4 

0 

1 

75 

February 

31 

17 

20 

6 

0 

1 

75 

March 

46 

35 

17 

4 

0 

2 

104 

First  Quarter  Total 

108 

75 

53 

14 

0 

4 

254 

Year  to  Date  Total 

108 

75 

53 

14 

0 

4 

254 

How  Complaints  Are  Received 
in  1992  by  OCC 


PHONE  SFPD  OTHER 
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9 Total  Cases 
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1 Total  Case 
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8 Total  Cases 


10/04/91  / / RETURNED  ON  10/25/91  FOR  OCC 
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17  Total  Cases 


M-i_?  OF  Fr^-ncisco  Pouce  Districts  and  Neighrorhoods 

A - CENTRAL 
3 -SOUTHERN 
C - POTRERO 
D - MISSION 
E - NORTHERN 
F - PARK 
G - RICHMOND 
H - INGLESroE 
I-  TARAVAL 
T-  TENDERLOIN  TASK  FORC 


ADDendLLx.  Paee  A ” " 


3 A 


DEFINITIONS  OF  ALLEGATIONS 

UF  - UNNECESSARY  FORCE:  Any  use  of  force  which  exceeds  the  level  of  force 
reasonably  needed  to  perform  a necessary  police  action 

UA  - UNWARRANTED  ACTION:  An  act  or  action  not  necessitated  by  circumstances  or 
which  does  not  effect  a legitimate  police  function. 

CRD  - CONDUCT  REFLECTING  DISCREDIT  ON  THE  DEPARTMENT:  An  act  or  action 
which,  by  its  nature,  reflects  badly  on  the  Department  and  undermines  public  confidence. 

ND  - NEGLECT  OF  DUTY:  Failure  to  take  action  when  some  action  is  required  under  the 
applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

RS  - RACIAL  SLURS:  Behavior  or  use  of  language  meant  to  belittle  or  defame  because 
of  race  or  ethnicity. 

SS  - SEXUAL  SLURS:  Behavior  or  use  of  language  meant  to  belittle  or  defame  because 
of  sex  or  sexual  preference. 

D - DISCOURTESY:  Behavior  or  language  commonly  known  to  cause  offense,  including 
use  of  profanity. 


Appendix  Page  B 


DEFINITIONS  OF  DISPOSITIONS 


SUSTAINED:  A preponderance  of  the  evidence  proves  that  the  conduct  complained  of 
did  occur  and  that,  using  as  a standard  the  applicable  regulations  of  the  Department,  the 
conduct  was  improper.* 

NOT  SUSTAINED:  The  investigation  fails  to  disclose  sufficient  evidence  to  prove  the 
allegation(s)  made  in  the  complaint  or  to  disprove  such  allegation(s).* 

PROPER  CONDUCT:  The  evidence  proves  that  the  acts  which  provided  the  basis  for  the 
allegation(s)  occurred;  however,  such  acts  were  justified,  lawful  and  proper.* 

UNFOUNDED:  The  evidence  proves  that  the  acts  alleged  in  the  complaint  did  not  occur, 
or  that  the  named  member  was  not  involved  in  the  acts  alleged  in  the  complaint. 

INFORMATION  ONLY  1:  The  evidence  proves  that  the  actions  complained  of  did  not 
involve  a sworn  member  of  the  Department....  Complaints  against  non-sworn  employees 
of  the  Department  or  employees  of  other  agencies  are  referred  to  the  appropriate  agency 
or  agencies.* 

INFORMATION  ONLY  2:  The  evidence  proves  that  ...  the  actions  described  were  so 
obviously  imaginary  that  their  occurrence  is  not  admissible  by  any  competent  authority. 

NO  FINDING:  The  complainant  failed  to  disclose  promised  necessary  and  essential 
information  to  further  the  investigation;  the  complainant  wishes  to  withdraw  the 
complaint;  the  complainant  is  no  longer  available  for  questioning.** 


* Taken  from  San  Francisco  Police  Department  General  Order  L-1,  Section  VIII. B. 

**  Taken  from  O.C.C.  Hearing  Rules,  Section  200.21. 
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PLEASE  NOTE: 

The  term  "Case"  as  used  in  this  report  refers  to  one  complaint,  usually  containing  various 
allegations  of  different  misconduct  types.  The  term  "Allegation"  as  used  in  this  report 
refers  to  one  allegation  of  one  type  of  misconduct.  Cases  may  contain  numerous 
allegations  of  misconduct,  against  numerous  officers.  This  account  for  the  difference  in 
complaint  and  allegation  totals  throughout  this  report. 
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 

Year  to  Date  Totals  as  of  3rd  Quarter  1992 


FIRST 

SECOND 

THIRD 

YEAR  TO 

QUARTER 

QUARTER  QUARTER 

DATE 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL* 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  RECEIVED 

244 

292 

309 

845 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CLOSED 

283 

418 

339 

1,040 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  SUSTAINED 

13 

23 

23 

59 

PERCENT  OF  CASES  SUSTAINED 

5% 

6% 

7% 

6% 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  PENDING 

556 

430 

396 

396 

* Total  number  of  complaints  filed  against  SFPD  was  808.  The 
remaining  37  complaints  were  referred  to  other  jurisdictions, 
or  merged. 
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OCC  PENDING  COMPLAINTS 

PROGRESS  THROUGH  1991  AND  1992 
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OCC  ALLEGATIONS  RECEIVED 
1 ST,  2ND  & 3RD  QUARTER 
(40%)  
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
TOTAL  ALLEGATIONS  CLOSED  TO  DATE  IN  1992* 

As  o(  30  September1992 


ALLEGATIONS  SUSTAINED 


1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 
2ND  QUARTER  TOTAL 
3RD  QUARTER  TOTAL 
YEAH  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


UF 


RS 

0 


0 


SS 


POUCY/  TRAINING 
D PROCEDURE  FAILURE 
1 3 0 

3 2 0 

5 4 0 

9 0 0 


24 

58 

36 

118 


ALLEGATIONS  NOT  SUSTAINED 


1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 
2ND  QUARTER  TOTAL 
3RD  QUARTER  TOTAL 
YEAH  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


UF 

61 

54 

116 

231 


UA 

97 

108 

83 

288 


CRD 

52 

60 

86 

198 


ND 

100 

75 

105 

280 


POUCY/  TRAINING 
D PROCEDURE  FAILURE 
79  0 0 

69  1 0 

75  1 0 

223  2 0 


TOTAL 

407 

382 

473 

1,262 


ALLEGATIONS  UNFOUNDED 


1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 
2ND  QUARTER  TOTAL 
3RD  QUARTER  TOTAL 
YEAH  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


UF 

34 


34 

100 


UA  CRD  ND 

22  14  19 

50  21  45 

29  11  41 

101  46  105 


POUCY/  TRAINING 
D PROCEDURE  FAILURE 
4 1 0 

26  4 0 

14  0 0 

44  5 0 


TOTAL 

97 

180 

131 

408 


ALLEGATIONS  FOUND  TO  BE  PROPER  CONDUCT 


1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 
2ND  QUARTER  TOTAL 
3RD  QUARTER  TOTAL 
YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


UF 


34 

13 

85 


UA  CRD  ND 

187  9 50 

204  14  45 

145  3 50 

536  26  145 


POLICY/ 
D PROCEDURE 
2 3 

12  6 

1 0 

15  9 


TOTAL 
289 
315 
212 

0 816 


ALLEGATIONS  IN  WHICH  NO  FINDING  WAS  THE  DISPOSITION 


1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 
2ND  QUARTER  TOTAL 
3RD  QUARTER  TOTAL 
YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


RS 


0 

0 


SS 

0 


0 


POLICY/  TRAINING 

D PROCEDURE  FAILURE  TOTAL 

2 0 0 29 

8 0 0 44 

4 0 0 44 

14  0 0 117 


ALLEGATIONS  WITHDRAWN 


1ST  QUARTER  TOTAL 
2ND  QUARTER  TOTAL 
3RD  QUARTER  TOTAL 
YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


UF 


0 

0 


ND 

0 


POLICY/  TRAINING 
D PROCEDURE  FAILURE 
1 0 0 

2 0 0 

2 0 0 

5 0 0 


• May  involve  allegations  received  in  any  combination  of  prior  quarters  or  years. 


UF  » Unnecessary  Force  UA  » Unwarranted  Action  CRD  - Conduct  Refiecting  Discredit  ND  » Neglect  of  Duty  RS  = Racial  Slur  SS  = Sexual  Slur  D = Discourtesy 
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
METHOD  OF  COMPLAINANT  CONTACT 
In  1992 


IN  PERSON 


January  31 

February  31 

March  46 

First  Quarter  Total  108 

April  37 

May  51 

June  27 

Second  Quarter  Total  115 

July  38 

August  55 

September  32 

Third  Quarter  Total  125 

YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL  348 


PHONE  MAIL  SFPD 

23  16  4 

17  20  6 

35  17  4 

75  53  14 

34  14  5 

27  26  3 

30  22  6 

91  62  14 

29  11  16 

15  17  6 

22  23  13 

66  51  35 

232  166  63 


MAYOR  OTHER  TOTAL 


0 1 75 

0 1 75 

0 2 104 

0 4 254 

0 9 99 

0 6 113 

0 5 90 

0 20  302 

0 6 100 

0 1 94 

0 5 95 

0 12  289 


0 36  845 


METHOD  OF  OCC  COMPUMNANT  CONTACT 
in  1992 
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OCC  COMPLAINTS  RECEIVED  BY  STATION 
JULY  THROUGH  SEPTEMBER  1992 
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TOTAL  = 185 

Graph  does  not  include  other  assignments,  including  Crime  Supression, 
Narcotics,  etc.,  and  assignments  pending  identification. 


OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
Complaints  and  Allegations  by  Unit 
THIRD  QUARTER  TOTALS 
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101-Info  only  (Referral) 
GRAND  TOTAL  COMPLAINTS 
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
Complaints  by  Time  of  Event 
THIRD  QUARTER  TOTALS 
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Third  Quarter  Statistics  by  Unit 
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
Complaints  and  Allegations  by  Unit 
DATE:  07/01/1992  TO  07/31/1992 
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
Complaints  by  Time  of  Event 
DATE:  07/01/1992  TO  07/31/1992 
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Complaints  and  Allegations  by  Unit 
DATE:  08/01/1992  TO  08/31/1992 
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Complaints  by  Time  of  Event 
DATE:  08/01/1992  TO  08/31/1992 
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Third  Quarter  Statistics  by  Unit 
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
Complaints  and  Allegations  by  Unit 
DATE:  09/01/1992  TO  09/30/1992 
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
Complaints  by  Time  of  Event 
DATE:  09/01/1992  TO  09/30/1992 
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OF  Fh-^-n-cisco  Pouce  Districts  and  Neig:-30h:-;oods 

A - CENTRAL 
3 - SOUTHERN  . 

C - POTRERO 
D - MISSION 
3 - NORTHERN 
F - PARK 
G - RICHMOND 
H - ENGLESIDE 
I-  TARAVAL 

* T-  tenderloin  task  FOF 

, Page  A " 


THE  POLICE  COMMISSION 

OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


DEFINITIONS  OF  DISPOSITIONS 


SUSTAINED:  A preponderance  of  the  evidence  proves  that  the  conduct  complained  of 
did  occur  and  that,  using  as  a standard  the  applicable  regulations  of  the  Department,  the 
conduct  was  improper.’ 

NOT  SUSTAINED:  The  investigation  fails  to  disclose  sufficient  evidence  to  prove  the 
allegation(s)  made  in  the  complaint  or  to  disprove  such  allegation(s).’ 

PROPER  CONDUCT:  The  evidence  proves  that  the  acts  which  provided  the  basis  for  the 
allegation(s)  occurred;  however,  such  acts  were  justified,  lawful  and  proper.’ 

UNFOUNDED:  The  evidence  proves  that  the  acts  alleged  in  the  complaint  did  not  occur, 
or  that  the  named  member  was  not  involved  in  the  acts  alleged  in  the  complaint.’ 

INFORMATION  ONLY  1:  The  evidence  proves  that  the  actions  complained  of  did  not 
involve  a sworn  member  of  the  Department....  Complaints  against  non-sworn  employees 
of  the  Department  or  employees  of  other  agencies  are  referred  to  the  appropriate  agency 
or  agencies.’ 

INFORMATION  ONLY  2:  The  evidence  proves  that  ...  the  actions  described  were  so 
obviously  imaginary  that  their  occurrence  is  not  admissible  by  any  competent  authority.’ 

NO  FINDING:  The  complainant  failed  to  disclose  promised  necessary  and  essential 
information  to  further  the  investigation;  the  complainant  wishes  to  withdraw  the 
complaint;  the  complainant  is  no  longer  available  for  questioning.^ 

POLICY  RECOMMENDATION:  Recommendations  concerning  policies  or  practices  of 
the  department  which  could  be  changed  or  amended  to  avoid  unnecessary  tension  with 
the  public  or  a definable  segment  of  the  public  while  insuring  effective  police  services.^ 


1.  Source;  San  Francisco  Police  Department  General  Order  L-1,  Section  VIII. B. 

2.  Source:  O.C.C.  Hearing  Rules,  Section  200.21. 

3.  Source:  San  Francisco  Charter,  Section  3.530-2 
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THE  POLICE  COMMISSION  a IMTC 

OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


ALFREDA  DAVIS  PORTER 
DIRECTOR 


DEFINITIONS  OF  ALLEGATIONS 

UF  - UNNECESSARY  FORCE:  Any  use  of  force  which  exceeds  the  level  of  force 
reasonably  needed  to  perform  a necessary  police  action. 

UA  - UNWARRANTED  ACTION:  An  act  or  action  not  necessitated  by  circumstances  or 
which  does  not  effect  a legitimate  police  function. 

CRD  - CONDUCT  REFLECTING  DISCREDIT  ON  THE  DEPARTMENT:  An  act  or  action 
which,  by  its  nature,  reflects  badly  on  the  Department  and  undermines  public  confidence. 

ND  - NEGLECT  OF  DUTY:  Failure  to  take  action  when  some  action  is  required  under  the 
applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

RS  - RACIAL  SLURS:  Behavior  or  use  of  language  meant  to  belittle  or  defame  because 
of  race  or  ethnicity. 

SS  - SEXUAL  SLURS:  Behavior  or  use  of  language  meant  to  belittle  or  defame  because 
of  sex  or  sexual  preference. 

D - DISCOURTESY:  Behavior  or  language  commonly  known  to  cause  offense,  including 
use  of  profanity. 
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1 THE  POUCE  COMMISSION 

OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


Aligns t 3,  1394 


Harry  W.  Low,  President 
The  Police  Commission 
850  Bryant  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


AUREDA  DAVIS  PORTER 
DIRECTOR 

555  SEVENTH  STREET 
ROOM  252 
SAN  FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA 
94103-4732 
FAX:  (415)  553-1192 
(415)  553-1407 


RE;  1994  Second  Quarter  Statistical  Report 


Dear  Judge  Low : 

I am  pleased  to  present  to  the  Commission,  the  second  quarter 
statistical  report  for  the  Office  of  Citizen  Complaints.  The 
report  contains  information  on  citizen  complaints  received  through 
June  30,  1994. 

Of  particular  note,  the  current  total  for  cases  pending  within  the 
office  has  been  further  reduced  to  294.  This  is  the  lowest  level 
for  cases  pending  since  I have  been  associated  with  the  OCC,  and  I 
must  commend  the  entire  staff  for  this  accomplishment . 

In  comparing  current  complaint  numbers  with  the  same  period  last 
year,  you  will  find  that  there  has  been  a reduction  in  complaints 
at  seven  of  the  ten  district  stations.  One  station  has  the  same 
numbers  as  last  year,  and  the  other  two  stations  registered  a very 
modest  increase  in  complaints.  (Refer  to  chart,  page  4.) 

As  stated  at  my  last  statistical  presentation,  I have  targeted  the 
"unknown"  complaints,  in  an  attempt  to  better  identify  which 
officers  or  units 'are  -involved  in  particular  complaints,  earlier  in 
the  process.  In  order  to  accomplish  this,  I have  instilled  a 
better  awareness  of  this  problem  by  investigators  within  the  Intake 
Unit  . I also  have  the  clerical  staff  flagging  for  my  attention  any 
complaints  which  fall  into  the  "unknown"  identification  category. 
I hope  to  see  more  a significant  change  in  this  number  by  the  third 
quarter  report . 

Finally,  there  has  been  a lot  of  discussion  lately  about  the  need 
to  establish  an  "early  warning"  system  to  identify  problem 
officers.  Until  the  Department  and  the  OCC  can  satisfactorily 
resolve  this  matter,  I have  resorted  to  using  what  automated  data 
I do  have  to  provide  the  Department  with  a complaint  impact  report . 
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I have  identified  20-25  officers  who  have  received  the  most 
coTtplaints  during  the  first  six  months  of  1994.  I have  provided 
the  Department,  through  Management  Control,  with  copies  of  the  2994 
complaint  forms  for  each  of  these  officers.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  Department  records  for  these  officers  will  be  checked,  then 
appropriate  management  information  should  be  disseminated. 

Should  there  be  any  questions  concerning  this  report,  please  do  not 
hestitate  to  contact  me. 

Very  truly  yours. 


John  Parker 
Chief  Investigator 


cc : Members  of  The  Police  Commission 
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Comprehensive  Statistical  Report 
from  Jan.  1,  1994  through  June  30,  1994 


Year  to  date  totals 

FIRST 

SECOND 

THIRD 

FOURTH 

YTD 

QUARTER 

QUARTER 

QUARTER 

QUARTER 

TOTAL 

Number  of  Cases  Received 

266 

228 

- 

494 

Tolal  MeijcrsA^oids  1994 

(7)* 

(1) 

- 

- 

(«) 

Adjusted  Nr.  of  Cases  Received 

259* 

227 

— 

— 

486 

Number  of  1992  Cases  Pending 

24 

23 

- 

-- 

23 

Number  of  1993  Cases  Pendmg 

142 

56 

- 

- 

56 

Number  of  1994  Cases  Pending 

219 

215 

- 

- 

215 

Total  Number  of  Cases  Pending 

385 

294 

- 

- 

294 

Number  of  1992  Cases  Closed 

1 

1 

- 

- 

2 

Number  of  1993  Cases  Closed 

343 

86 

- 

- 

429 

Number  of  1994  Cases  Closed 

40* 

231 

- 

- 

271 

Total  Number  of  Cases  Closed 

384* 

318 

- 

- 

702 

Total  Info.  Only  1994 

8 

41 

- 

- 

49 

Number  of  Cases  Sustained 

10 

14 

- 

- 

24 

• Indicates  adjustments  from  previous  reports 

HOW  COMPLAINTS  ARE  RECEIVED 
Date:  01/01/1994  TO  06/30/1994 

Month  In  Person  Phone 

Mail 

SFPD 

Mayor 

Other 

Totals 

January 

36  7 

18 

4 

0 

9 

74 

February 

36  10 

15 

4 

0 

8 

73 

March 

51  11 

32 

10 

0 

15 

119 

TOTAL  1ST  QUARTER 

123  28 

65 

18 

0 

32 

266 

April 

31  8 

8 

7 

0 

11 

65 

May 

41  10 

19 

8 

0 

4 

82 

June 

39  12 

16 

5 

0 

9 

81 

TOTAL  2ND  QUARTER 

111  30 

43 

20 

0 

24 

228 

YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 

234  58 

108 

38 

0 

56 

494 
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1993/1994  Complaint  Comparison 

Through  Second  Quarter 
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEH  COHPLAIHTS 

TOTAL  ALLEGATIONS  CLOSED  FROM  01/01/1994  TO  06/30/1994 


ALLEGATIONS  SUSTAINED 


POLICY 

SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE 


TRAINING 

FAILURE 


TOTAL  f JRST  OUARTE* 
TOTAL  SECOND  OJARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  OUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  OUARTER 


1 .*  2 3 

2 2 2 9 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 


1 0 3 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 


U 1 

15  4 

0 0 

0 0 


0 15 

0 19 

0 . 0 
0 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


3 6 4 12  1 0 3 29 


5 0 34 


ALLEGATIONS  NOT  SUSTAINED 

UF 


UA  CRD  ND  RS  SS 


POLICY  TRAINING 

D SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE  FAILURE  TOTAL 


TOTAL  FIRST  OUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  OUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  OUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  OUARTER 


36  60  57  51 

68  60  64  77 

0-0  0 0 
0 0 0 0 


11 

10 

0 

0 


2 50 

2 53 

0 0 

0 0 


267 

334 

0 

0 


0 

0 


0 268 

0 336 

0 0 

0 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL  104  120  121  128  21  4 103 


601 


0 604 


ALLEGATIONS  UNFOUNDED 


TOTAL  FIRST  QUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  OUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  OUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  OUARTER 

YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


POLICY 

SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE 


TRAINING 

FAILURE 


ALLEGATIONS  FOUND  TO  BE  PROPER  CONDUCT 

UF  UA  CRD  ND  RS  SS 


POLICY  TRAINING 
D SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE  FAILURE 


TOTAL 


TOTAL  FIRST  OUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  OUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  OUARTER 


17  155. 

20'  178 

0 0 


3 30 

11  38 

0 0 


0 0 
0 0 
0 0 


2 

0 


209  3 

249  7 

0 0 


0 212 

0 256 

0 0 


TOTAL  FOURTH  OUARTER 


0 0 0 0 


0 0 0 


0 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL  37  333  14  68  0 0 6 


458  10 


0 468 
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COHPLAINTS 

TOTAL  ALLEGATIONS  CLOSED  FROH  01/01/1994  TO  06/30/1994 


ALLEGATIONS  IN  WHICH  NO  FINDING  WAS  THE  DISF>OSITION 
UF  UA  CRD  ND  RS 


SS 


F>OLICY  TRAINING 

D SLfflTOTAL  PROCEDURE  FAILURE  TOTAL 


TOTAL  f IRST  OUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  QUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  QUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  QUARTER 


D 

0 

0 

0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


0 0 68 


ALLEGATIONS  IN  WHICH  NO  FINDING  DISPOSITION  WAS  WITHDRAWN 
UF  UA  CRD  ND  RS  SS 


POLICY  TRAINING 

D SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE  FAILURE  TOTAL 


TOTAL  FIRST  QUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  QUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  QUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  QUARTER 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


5 5 


0 0 


24  0 0 


24 
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SUSTAINED  CASES 


1 — 1 - 
1 ETH| 

1 i 

SUSTOD 

ALLEG. 

1 DATE 
1 MCD 

DATE 

RETD 

COMP. 

DATE 

REMARKS 

1 2 1 

CRD 

1 02/30/91 

07/23/91 

01/1290 

Not  Sust.  (OCCDB) 

1 "I 

UA 

1 02^,91 

07/23,91 

01/1290 

Admonished 

1 

1 4 1 

D 

1 06/18/90 

08/2090 

01/1690 

Admonished 

1 1 1 

ND 

1 10/23/90 

03/1391 

01/1690 

Admonished 

1 1 1 

UF.UACRD 

1 01/07/92 

11/0692 

01/2090 

20  days  suspension;  15  days 

1 " 1 

" 

" 

01/2090 

not  imposed(Commission) 

1 1 1 

UA 

1 01/14/91 

03/2393 

01/2390 

Not  Sustained 

UA 

1 

" 

01/2390 

" 

1 7 1 

D 

1 01/02/91 

04/1091 

01/2490 

Ins.Evidence  by  chief 

1 2 1 

D 

1 07/15/92 

10/1791 

01/2690 

Proper  Conduct  by  Chief 

1 7 1 

D,UA 

1 10/31/90 

01/3191 

01/2990 

Counselled  & Admonished 

1 2 1 

UF 

1 07/19/91 

05/1293 

01/30/90 

2days  susp.held  in  abey. 

i 4 1 

D,ND 

1 11/08/90 

07/2391 

01/3190 

Admonished 

1 2 1 

UA 

1 01/10/91 

09/1091 

02/0190 

Retraining 

1 2 1 

UA 

1 05/31/91 

11/2991 

02/0590 

Proper  Conduct(OCCDB) 

1 1 

ND 

1 10/01/90 

12/2890 

02/07/90 

Admonishement 

1 2 1 

UF 

1 12/10/90 

01/0892 

02/07/90 

Not  Sust.  by  Commission 

1 ^ 1 

CRD 

1 10/23/90 

03/22/91 

02/80/90 

Counselled 

1 2 1 

UA,ND 

1 11/16/90 

03/1391 

02/09/90 

Admonishment/Retraining 

1 1 1 

CRD 

1 01/18/91 

01/2591 

02/1290 

Member  retired, 01/0491 

1 3 ( 

UF 

1 08/09/91 

10/2692 

02/2092 

Proper  Conduct  by  Chief 

1 2 1 

CRD 

1 11/29/90 

03/1391 

02/17/90 

Admonishment/Retraining 

1 3 1 

Policy 

02/22/90 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 1 

UA 

1 05/28/91 

11/0191 

02/28/90 

Insf.Evidence  by  Chief 

1 X 1 

UF,D 

1 09/13/91 

10/2692 

02/2690 

Not  Sust.  by  Chief 

1 ^ 1 

ND 

1 10/29/90 

01/3191 

03/0590 

Not  Sust.  by  Chief 

1 " 1 

ND,ND 

" 

Not  Sust.  by  Chief 

1 2 1 

UF 

1 07/30/91 

11/0592 

03/1490 

Not  Sust. Retrain.  Chief 

1 1 1 

Policy 

03/1590 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 3 1 

ND 

I 09/13/91 

04/1092 

03/2190 

Admonished 

1 1 1 

D 

1 01/10/92 

02/0392 

03/2390 

Admonished 

1 1 1 

ND 

1 07/27/90 

119190 

03/2890 

Admonished 

1 1 1 

UF 

1 06/21/91 

06/2791 

03/2890 

No  Charges  MCD  (OCCDB) 

1 2 1 

D,NDx2 

1 12/20/91 

06/2692 

03/2890 

Written  Reprimand  x 2 

1 X 1 

ND 

No  MCD  Dispo  (OCCDB) 

1 I 1 

CRD 

1 01/10/92 

06/1692 

04/0290 

5 day  suspension 

i 1 1 

ND 

1 09/03/91 

12/1291 

04/0390 

Reprimand 

1 1 

UA 

1 10/11/91 

12/1291 

04/1390 

Retraining 

1 1 1 

UA 

1 07/17/90 

05/3191 

04/0790 

Not  Sustained 

1 I 1 

Policy 

04/0690 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 2 1 

ND 

1 11/19/91 

06/0294 

04/1290 

Admonished 

; , j u'/:  » .;J»  : 


1 

2 

3 

1 

X 

X 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

X 

1 

X 

2 

2 

1 

2 

I 

2 

1 


SUSTAINED  CASES 


SUSTND 

1 DATE 

1 DATE 

COMP-I 

REMARKS 

ALLEG. 

1 MCD 

1 RETD 

DATE  1 

ND 

1 01/23/91 

1 05/02/91 

04/16/90 1 

No:  Sustained 

ND,D 

1 Gl/1'0,'91 

1 02/03/92 

04,?23,/90| 

Written  Reprimand 

ND 

1 07/21//9; 

;i  05/03/93 

04^/90 1 

Admonished 

Policy 

1 

1 

04/25/90  I 

Policy  Recommendation 

D 

1 03/23/92 

,|  03/31/92 

05/30/90 1 

Not  Sustained 

ND 

1 11/21/90 

1 04/23/91 

04/30/90 1 

Written  Reprimand 

ND/ND 

1 12/19/91 

1 12/31/91 

05/02/90  1 

Disdpl.  Hearing  X 2 

ND/ND 

1 07/15/91 

1 10/08/91 

05/30/90  1 

Not  Sustained 

UF,UA,CRD 

1 09/18/91 

1 01/21/93 

05/05/90 1 

90  day  susp.  (per  MCD) 

X3.NDX2 

CRD,ND,ND 

Retired  (per  MCD) 

D 

1 10/14/92 

1 11/12/92 

05/12/901 

Not  Sust.  by  Chief 

UF 

1 10/14/92 

1 08/11/93 

05/23/90  1 

1 day  suspension 

D 

1 05/16/91 

1 06/25/91 

05/21/901 

Admonished 

D,CRD,ND 

1 12/17/91 

1 07/20/92 

05/24/90  1 

Reprimand 

RS 

" i 

Reprimand 

UF 

1 01/10/92 

1 11/12/92 

06/05/90  1 

P.  Conduct  by  Chief 

UA 

1 07/27/90 

1 11/21/90 

06/08/90  1 

Admonished 

ND 

1 11/08/91 

1 01/22/92 

06/13/90  1 

Admonished 

ND 

1 08/09/91 

1 09/12/91 

06/14/90  1 

Insuf.Evidence 

UF,ND  X 3 

i 06/25/91 

1 01/25/94 

06/20/90  1 

Charges  Dismissed 

UFx2,NDx3 

1 

Charges  Dismissed 

UF, ND/ND 

i " 

1 

Dismissed/ 

ND 

1 

1 

ND 

ND 

1 " 

ND 

ND 

1 " 

ND 

ND 

'1 

" 1 

ND 

1 ■’ 

ND 

1 ’’ 

ND 

Dismissed/ 

CRD 

1 10/01/90 

1 12, '28/90 

06/25/90 1 

Admonished 

ND 

1 04/28/93 

1 03/09/94 

06/25/90 1 

Sustained  - Retrained 

D 

1 08/09/91 

1 10/17/90 

06/26/90 1 

Reprimand 

ND,CRD 

1 01/18/91 

1 07/23/91 

07/12/90 1 

Reprimand 

ND 

1 05/16/91 

1 06/25/91 

07/12/90  1 

Admonished 

CRD,ND,ND 

1 01/12/91 

1 02/03/92 

07/27/90  1 

Admonished 

ND 

t 03/13/92 

1 05/07/92 

08/12/901 

1 day  suspension 

UA,UF,D 

1 07/02/91 

1 05/07/92 

08/06/90  1 

P.  Conduct  per  Chief 

I 


SUSTAINED  CASES 


1 — 1 
i ETH| 
1 1 

SUSTND 

ALLEG. 

1 DATE 
1 MCD 

DATE 

RETD 

COMP. 

DATE 

REMARKS 

UA,UF,D 

1 " 

P.  Conducl  per  Chief 

1 1 1 

UA,ND,UA 

1 G4y03/91 

umm 

08/07/90 

Admonhisment/Relraining 

1 

1 " 1 

ND,ND 

1 

" 

Admonhised 

1 4 1 

ND 

1 01/03/91 

04/10/91 

08/14/90 

Not  Sust.  by  Chief 

1 1 1 

Policy 

1 -- 

-- 

08/27/90 

Pob'cy  Recommendation 

1 2 1 

D 

1 10/15/91 

12/12/91 

08/28/90 

Admonished 

1 5 1 

ND 

1 05/10/91 

06/25/91 

08/31/90 

Admonished 

1 1 1 

Policy 

1 -- 

-- 

08/31/90 

Pohcy  Recommendation 

1 1 1 

ND 

1 01/10/92 

04/05/93 

09/04/90 

Reprimand 

1 2 1 

UA/UA 

1 05/11/92 

06/16/92 

09/04/90 

P.  Conduct  per  Chief 

1 2 1 

ND,ND 

1 05/10/91 

09/10/91 

09/10/90 

Retraining 

1 1 1 

UF 

1 10/05/93 

11/24/93 

09/26/90 

Written  Reprimand 

1 7 1 

Policy 

1 — 

-- 

10/02/90 

Pohcy  Recommendation 

1 5 1 

UF,ND 

1 05/19/92 

11/19/92 

10/05/90 

Insuf.  Evidence 

1 1 

ND/ND 

1 05/19/92 

11/19/92 

10/05/90 

Admonished/Admonished 

1 2 1 

UA 

1 08/26/92 

11/06/92 

10/09/90 

Admonished 

1 2 1 

UF 

1 09/24/92 

03/19/93 

10/11/90 

Not  Sustained 

1 2 1 

UF 

1 12/17/91 

03/02/93 

10/15/90 

5 day  suspension 

1 2 1 

ND 

1 09/14/92 

03/05/93 

10/18/90 

Admonished  x 2(Per  MCD) 

1 " 1 

ND/Policy 

1 1 1 

Policy 

1 

-- 

10/26/90 

-- 

1 2 1 

UF,ND,ND 

1 12/16/91 

11/06/92 

11/21/90 

90  day  Suspension 

ND 

" 

Reprimand 

1 2 1 

ND,CRD 

1 01/18/91 

04/10/91 

11/02/90 

Reprimand 

1 1 1 

ND 

1 01/18/91 

04/17/91 

11/07/90 

Reprimand 

1 1 1 

ND/ND 

1 07/23/92 

08/12/92 

11/1.3/90 

Admonished/Admonished 

1 1 1 

UA 

1 04/05/91 

08/14/91 

11/26/90 

Reprimand 

1 1/1  1 

UFAJF 

1 01/10/92 

11/23/92 

11/27/90 

Insuf.  Evidence 

1 1 1 

UA 

1 12/23/92 

05/24/93 

12/04/90 

Reprimand 

1 1 1 

ND 

1 03/09/92 

03/16/92 

12/07/90 

Pohcy  Failure 

1 1 1 

UF,D 

I 04/02/91 

11/06/92 

11/26/90 

Not  Sust., 'Admonish. 

1 2 1 

UA 

1 07/15/91 

07/23/91 

12/17/90 

Not  Sustained 

1 2 1 

ND 

1 01/23/93 

01/20/94 

12/18/90 

1 day  disc.  Suspension 

1 X./1  1 

CRD.ND 

1 05/04/92 

03/02/93 

12/18/90 

Disc.  Written  Reprimand 

1 1 1 

Policy 

1 

12/19/90 

Pohcy  Recommendation 

1 1 

UAx3 

: 09/19/91 

01,21,72 

12/26/90 

Proper  Conduct/Retrained 

1 1 1 

ND/ND 

1 07/10/92 

11/16/92 

01/04/91 

Reprimand/Reprimand 

1 1 1 

UF2,CRD 

1 04/13/91 

07/19/91 

01/08/91 

Sustained 

ND2,D2 

ND/ND 

1 X 1 

UA 

1 09/19/91 

01/21/92 

01/09/91 

Proper  Conduct/Retrained 

9 


i 


SUSTAINED  CASES 


ETH| 

1 

SUSTND 

ALLEG. 

1 DATE 
1 MCD 

DATE  ] COMP. 
RETD  ] DATE 

REMARKS 

1 1 

ND 

1 04/21/92] 

???  1 01^3/91 

Admonished 

1 ! 

D 

j 07/16/9  r| 

09/10/91}  0i/li,;91 

Admonished 

] 

1 1 

CRD/ND 

1 03/05/93  1 

10/05/93]  01/15/91 

Reprimand 

1 1 

ND,ND 

1 07/31/92] 

11/06/92]  01/17/91 

Retraining/Not  Sust.  - 

2 1 

CRD/CRD 

1 12/23/92] 

02/24/94]  01/18/91 

Not  Sustained 

" 1 

CRD 

1 " 1 

" 1 

2 1 

D 

1 09/16/92 1 

09/21/92]  01/18/91 

Reprimand 

4 1 

ND 

1 08/13/91] 

04/10/92]  01/23/91 

Written  Reprimand 

1 1 

Policy 

1 --  1 

— 1 01/25/91 

Pohcy  Recommendation 

5 1 

D 

1 05/13/92 1 

08/27/92]  01/25/91 

Admonished 

1 i 

ND 

] 09/22/92  ] 

11/13/92]  01/30/91 

Admonished 

1 1 

ND 

] 07/31/92] 

09/15/92]  02/12/91 

Written  Reprimand 

2 1 

CRD 

] 07/27/92  ] 

11/05/92]  03/13/91 

Reprimand 

? 1 

Policy 

1 --  1 

— ] 03/12/91 

Policy  Recommendation 

X 1 

UF, ND/ND 

] 07/22/91] 

08/31/92]  03/18/91 

60  days  susp.X  2 

" 1 

UF,ND 

60  days  susp.(Per  MCD) 

1 1 

CRD 

] 01/20/93] 

08/25/93  ] 03/20/91 

Reprimand 

1 1 

UA,D,CRD 

] 09/03/91] 

11/06/92]  03/27/91 

Not  Sus.  by  Commission 

2 i 

ND,UA 

] 01/28/93] 

06/17/93  ] 04/02/91 

Admonishment  x 2 

2 1 

ND,UA 

Admonishment  x 2 

1 1 

ND 

] 09/10/92] 

03/02/94]  04/16/91 

Not  Sustained 

4 1 

Policy 

1 --  1 

--  104/18/91 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

CRD 

] 09/23/92  ] 

04/19/93  ] 05/07/91 

1 day  Susp. held  abey. 

3 1 

UF 

] 06/25/91] 

o 

oo 

l-O 

o 

o 

/b 

60  day  suspension 

" 1 

D 

] 06/25/91] 

10/11/91] 

Retrnd  MCD  Prosecution 

1/1  1 

D 

] 07/17/92  ] 

o 

14 

o 

o 

oo 

lb 

Not  Sustained 

1 1 

UA 

] 10/16/92] 

03/04/93  ] 05/10/91 

Retraining 

1 1 

CRD,ND,ND 

] 10/28/93  1 

06/16/94]  06/03/91 

Admonished 

7 1 

ND 

1/1  1 

UA 

']  10/16/91] 

01/2.3/92]  06/19/91 

Written  Reprimand 

3 i 

Policy 

1 --  1 

--  ] 06/24/91 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

D,ND 

] 08/20/91] 

10/21/91]  06/25/91 

Member  resigned 

1 1 

ND 

] 08/09/91] 

11,08/91]  06/15/91 

Admonished  & Retraining 

•/  1 

ND 

] 01/21/93] 

09/03/93  ] 06/26/91 

Reprimand 

1 1 

ND 

] 09/10/92  ] 

11/06/92]  07/03/91 

Admonished 

1 1 

ND 

] 12/17/91] 

12,-31/91]  07/12/91 

1 day  suspension 

X 1 

UAUA 

] 06/03/92  ] 

09/10/92]  07/12/91 

Admonished  & Retraining 

X 1 

ND 

] 04/14/93  ] 

09/10/93  ] 07/25/91 

Pohcy  Failure  per  MCD 

" 1 

ND 

Policy  Failure  per  MCD 

3 1 

ND,D 

] 08/26/92  ] 

11,-06/92]  07/23/91 

5 days  suspension 

2 1 

ND,ND 

] 01/31/92] 

06/17/92]  07/30/91 

Written  Reprimand 
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I 

1 


SUSTAINED  CASES 


ETH| 

SUSTOD 

ALLEG. 

1 DATE 
1 MCD 

DATE 

RETD 

COMP. 

DATE 

REMAJIKS 

2 1 

UF 

1 01/21/93 

06/16/94 

08/06/91 

Admonished 

X ] 

ND 

1 12/20/91 

03/17/92 

08/08/91 

1 day  suspension 

1 1 

ND/CRD 

1 05/01/92 

03/04/93 

08/10/91 

Admonisbed/Admonished 

X 1 

ND 

1 

Chiefs  Discipl.Hearing 

3 1 

UA,CRD/ND 

1 04/14/92 

06/02/94 

08/13/91 

CRD  Wrtn  Rep/ND  Not  Sus 

” 1 

ND 

" 

Not  Sustained 

" 1 

ND,UA,CRD 

1 

CRD  Wrtn  Rep/ND  Not  Sus 

" 1 

ND,UAx2CRD 

" 

CRD  Wrtn  Rep/ND  Not  Sus 

1 1 

CRD,RS,UF 

1 04/21/92 

10/04/92 

08/18/91 

Member  resigned 

" 1 

ND 

1 

1/X  1 

UF,SS,UA 

1 01/17/92 

05/19/92 

08/19/91 

Reprimandx2, Chief  Hear. 

1 1 

UA 

1 01/28/92 

07/23/92 

08/21/91 

Admonished 

2 1 

ND 

1 10/14/92 

03/04/93 

08/21/91 

Written  Reprimand 

1 1 

Policy 

1 -- 

-- 

08/27/91 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

ND,ND 

1 01/17/92 

07/22/92 

09/04/91 

Written  Admonishment 

X 1 

UF,D 

1 01/10/92 

03/09/94 

09/08/91 

2 Days  Susp./Transf. 

3 1 

ND 

1 08/26/92 

11/06/92 

09/03/91 

Admonished  & Retraining 

1 1 

ND 

1 01/20/93 

03/31/93 

09/18/91 

Not  Sustained 

2 1 

ND/ND 

1 12/23/92 

03/19/93 

09/18/91 

Not  Sustained 

1 1 

CRD 

1 05/13/92 

05/26/93 

09/21/91 

Not  Sustained 

1 1 

UA 

1 08/12/92 

09/15/92 

10/17/91 

Admonished  & Retraining 

1 1 

Policy 

1 -- 

-- 

10^2/91 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

ND/ND 

1 01/28/93 

06/03/93 

10/24/91 

Admonished/Admonished 

" 1 

ND 

1 

Admonished 

1 1 

CRD 

1 03/16/92 

07/20/92 

10/24/91 

Proper  Conduct 

2 i 

ND,ND 

1 06/17/92 

09/15/92 

10/31/91 

Written  Reprimand 

1 1 

Policy 

1 -- 

-- 

11/0.3/91 

Pohcy  Recommendation 

4 1 

CRD,RS 

1 03/09/92 

07/20/92 

11/05/91 

40  Hour  Suspension 

1 1 

ND 

1 10/26/92 

02/19/93 

11/1.3/91 

Retraining 

1 i 

CRD 

1 08/26/92 

11/05/92 

11/20/91 

Admonished 

1 1 

ND 

1 07/15/92 

09/09/92 

11/20/91 

1 day  suspension 

I 1 

Policy 

1 

-- 

11/25/91 

Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

UF, /Policy 

: 10/26/92 

11/20/92 

12/0.3/91 

5 days  susp./4  in  a bey. 

1 1 

CRD 

1 03/17/92 

04/10/92 

12/09/91 

Admonished 

2 1 

UF 

1 01/20/93 

05/10/94 

12/16/91 

Written  Reprimand 

1 i 

CRD 

1 05/04/92 

07/20/92 

12/26/21 

Admonished 

2 1 

UA 

1 06/03/92 

06/10/92 

12/31/91 

Not  Sustained 

4 1 

ND 

1 01/28/93 

08/11/93 

01/27/92 

1 day  Suspension 

2 1 

D 

1 06/01/92 

07/22/92 

01/29/92 

Admonished 

2 1 

ND 

1 09/10/92 

09/14/92 

02/05/92 

Not  Sustained 

2 1 

ND.ND.Pol 

1 04/19/93 

06/17/94 

03/06/92 

Admonsihed 

SUSTAINED  CASES 


ETH| 

SUSTND 

ALLEG- 

1 DATE 
1 MCD 

DATE 

RETD 

COMP. 

DATE 

REMARKS 

2 1 

ND 

1 li/23/93 

02/29/92 

Fending  MCD 

2 j 

ND 

1 06/11/93  1 05/10/94 

02/21/92 

Admonished  — Retrained 

2 1 

UA 

1 07/19/93 

03/14/94 

02/25/92 

Sustained- Retrained 

1 1 

D 

1 

1 01/23/93 

05/28/93 

02/26/92 

Admonished 

2 1 

Policy 

1 -- 

-- 

02/27/92 

Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

NDx2 

1 05/05/94 

06/16/94 

03/06/92 

Retrained 

2 1 

D,ND(L-1) 

1 06/11/93 

03/02/94 

03/12/92 

Written  Reprimand 

2 1 

ND 

1 04/14/93 

05/10/94 

03/16/92 

Written  Reprimand 

3 1 

UF,UF 

1 07/13/93 

01/27/94 

03/19/92 

Unfounded 

2/6  1 

D 

1 07/15/92 

1 1/06/92 

04/06/92 

Reprimanded 

3 1 

ND 

1 09/21/92 

11/06/92 

04/09/92 

Admonished 

1 1 

Policy 

1 — 

-- 

04/17/92 

Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

UF,CRD,ND,ND 

1 06/11/93 

04/20/92 

Pending  (Per  MCD) 

" 1 

ND/ND 

" 

2 1 

ND 

1 03/05/93 

04/20/92 

Pending  MCD 

2 1 

Policy 

1 -- 

-- 

04/27/92 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

Policy 

1 -- 

-- 

05/04/92 

Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

CRD 

1 04/14/93 

05/10/94 

04/29/92 

Counselling  by  C.O. 

1 1 

ND/ND 

1 04/14/93 

06/15/93 

05/06/92 

Admonished/Admonished 

1 1 

UA/CRD 

1 05/18/93 

09/03/93 

05/11/92 

1 day  susp. 

3 1 

ND 

1 01/21/93 

10/05/93 

05/14/92 

Reprimand 

1 1 

D 

1 04/13/93 

08/11/93 

06/05/92 

Reprimand 

2 1 

ND 

1 01/28/93 

08/11/93 

06/12/92 

Admonished 

ND 

1 01/28/93 

08/11/93 

06/12/92 

Admonished 

3/3  1 

UA/CRDx2 

1 01/21/93 

05/05/94 

06/03/92 

CRD  Not.Sus/ND  Retrain 

2 1 

Policy 

06/27/92 

Policy  Recommendation 

X 1 

CRD 

1 06/11/93 

07/23/93 

06/30/92 

Not  Sustained  (per  MCD) 

1 1 

CRD 

1 07/28/93 

07/06/92 

Pending  MCD 

1 1 

D 

1 01/21/93 

03/14/94 

07/02/92 

Written  Reprimand 

1 1 

Policy 

1 -- 

07/13/92 

Policy  Recommendation 

7 1 

ND 

1 04/14/93 

01  ! 1,94 

08/10/92 

Admonished 

1 1 

CRD 

1 04/13/93 

07/23/93 

08/14/92 

Admonished 

1 1 

UA 

1 03/05/93 

06/17/93 

08/19/92 

Admonished 

2 i 

D 

1 09/28/93 

05/10/94 

08/25/92 

Admonished  - Retrained 

2 1 

D/UA 

1 

" 

2 1 

Policy 

1 — 

-- 

08/31/92 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

ND 

1 04/14/93 

02/24/94 

09/09/92 

Not  Sustained 

I 1 

D 

1 03/05/93 

05/05/94 

09/11/92 

Admonished 

? 1 

ND 

1 08/03/93 

05/10/94 

09/1.3/92 

Counselling  by  C.O. 

2 1 

UA 

1 10/20/93 

06/16/94 

09/22/92 

Admonished 

1 2 


SUSTAINED  CASES 


— 1 
ETH| 
1 

SUSTND 

ALLEG. 

1 DATE 
1 MCD 

DATE 

REIT) 

COMP. 

DATE 

REMARKS 

" 1 

UA 

1 " 

•« 

- 

2 1 

ND 

1 04/14/93 

05/1094 

09/23/92 

Written  Reprimand 

X 1 

ND 

1 07/16/93 

03/1494 

09/2392 

Sustained- Admonished 

4 1 

ND 

1 04/14/93 

07/2393 

10/0192 

Admonished 

X 1 

UA/CRD/ND 

1 10/20/93 

02/1894 

10/0592 

Retd  to  MCD  .3/1494 

" 1 

UA 

1 

2 1 

ND/D 

1 11/29/93 

06/1694 

10/2292 

Not  Sustained 

1 1 

UA 

1 10/20/93 

05/0394 

11/0692 

Not  Sustained 

2 1 

D 

1 

1 10/20/93 

05/1394 

10/2492 

Written  Reprimand 

X 1 

UA 

1 06/11/93 

03/0994 

11/1892 

Sustained/Retrained 

1 1 

RS 

1 12/09/93 

11/2592 

Pending  MCD 

1 1 

CRD 

1 08/03/93 

05/1094 

11/3092 

Admonished 

1 1 

ND 

1 08/03/93 

10/0593 

11/3092 

Not  Sustained 

1 1 

UA 

1 09/10/93 

06/1694 

11/2092 

1 day  suspension 

1 1 

ND 

1 08/11/93 

03/2194 

12/0192 

Written  Reprimand 

■ X 1 

ND 

1 08/27/93 

05/0594 

12/0492 

Not  Sustained 

SS,CRDx2 

1 11/29/93 

06/1694 

01/0593 

Admonished 

2 1 

Policy 

1 

-- 

01/15/93 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

UA 

! 10/28/93 

01/0693 

Pending  MCD 

1 1 

ND 

1 03/14/94 

01/1193 

Pending  MCD 

X 1 

ND 

1 04/28/93 

07/0193 

01/1593 

Admonished 

1 

Policy 

1 

02/1993 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

Pol./NDx3 

1 

02/2493 

1/X  1 

P0I./U  A/CRD 

1 05/13/94 

03/0293 

Pending  MCD 

1 i 

Policy 

1 05/13/94 

03/0293 

Pending  MCD 

1 1 

Policy 

1 05/13/94 

03/0293 

Pending  MCD 

1 i 

UA/UA 

1 02^5/94 

0.3/1193 

Pending  MCD 

1 1 

CRD 

1 10/20/93 

03/0994 

03/1693 

Written  Reprimand 

1 

D 

1 03/22,94 

05/0594 

03/2593 

Not  Sustained 

X 1 

CRD 

1 10/2093 

03/1494 

04/0193 

Sustained  - Counsel 

X 1 

ND 

1 12,9293 

06/1694 

04/0893 

Not  Sustained 

1 

UF 

1 

04/1993 

2 1 

RS,UA,ND 

1 03/31/94 

06/0794 

04/2393 

Pending  OCC  prosecution 

X 1 

CRD 

1 10/2093 

03/1494 

04/2593 

Written  Reprimand 

X 1 

CRD 

1 

05/0493 

Hearing  Request  granted 

1 1 

Policy 

1 

059193 

1 

D 

1 07,9893 

09/1993 

05/1493 

Admonished 

1 

Pol/ND,ND 

1 05/13/94 

05/2493 

Pending  MCD 

3 1 

ND 

1 01/12/94 

06/1694 

05/2693 

Admonished 

1 

CRD 

1 10/2893 

05/1094 

06/0493 

Counselling  by  C.O. 
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SUSTAINED  CASES 


1 — 1 = 
1 ETH| 

1 1 

SUSTND 

ALLEG. 

= -=l 

1 DATE  1 
1 MCD  1 

=] H 

DATE  ] COMP.  ] 
RETD  ] DATE  ] 

REMARKS 

1 2 1 

ND 

1 11/29/93] 

05/05/94]  06/08/93] 

Counselling  by  C.O. 

I 1 1 

Policy 

1 I 

1 06/09/93] 

1 X 1 

D 

] 02/22/94]  06A7/94]  06/23/93] 

Admonished 

1 2 1 

ND 

1 03/14/94 1 

] 06/28/93  ] 

Pending  MCD 

1 1 1 

UA 

1 11/29/93  1 05/10/94  ] 07/04/93  ] 

Counselling  by  C.O. 

1 1 1 

PoUcy 

1 — 1 

— ] 07/21/93  ] 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 2 1 

D 

1 03/21/94 1 05/20/94  ] 07/21/93  ] 

Unfounded 

1 X 1 

UF 

1 1 

] 07/30/93  ] 

1 X 1 

NDx2 

1 02/04/94 1 

] 07/28/93  ] 

Pending  MCD 

1 1 1 

ND 

1 01/12/94] 

] 07/26/93  ] 

Pending  MCD 

1 X 1 

Policy 

1 1 

] 08/16/93  ] 

Policy  Recommendation 

1 X 1 

ND 

1 11/23/93] 

01/04/94  ] 08/27/93  ] 

Not  Sust.  per  Chief 

1 1 I 

UA 

] 05/02/94  ] 

] 09/16/93  ] 

Pending  MCD 

1 1 1 

1 1 

] 10/18/93  ] 

1 2 1 

CRD 

] 05/13/94  ] 

] 11/04/93] 

Back  to  MCD  - 06/06/94 

1 ^ 1 

CRD 

] 01/20/94] 

03/03/94]  11/10/93] 

Admonished 

1 2 1 

UF 

] 03/23/94]  06/16/94]  12/09/93] 

Counselled 

CRD 

1 " 1 

" 1 " 1 

" 

1 4 1 

ND,  NDx2 

] 05/06/94  ] 

] 03/25/94  ] 

Pending  MCD 

ACTION  BY  SFPD  IN  1994  ON  ALL  SUSTAINED  CASES: 

Admonishment/Counseling  22 
Retraining  7 
Written  Reprimand  . 10 
Suspension  ' ^ 4 
Not  Sustained  or  Unfounded  by  Dept.  10 
Policy  Failure  by  Department  1 
Dismissed  by  Commission  1 
Pending  Action  20 


COMPLAINANT  ETHNICITY  CODS: 

1 White 

2 Afr.  American 

3 Hispanic 

4 Asian 

5 Filipino 

6 Pac . Is. /Am.  Ind. 

7 Other 
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APPENDIX 


OCC  COMPLAINT  NOS.  154-93,  155-93  AND  156-93 


POLICY  RECOMMENDATION 


SUBJECT;  RECORD  KEEPING  AT  SOUTHERN  STATION 


Recommendation : 

It  is  recommended  that  Southern  Station  maintain  booking 
records  and/or  a log  of  all  detainees  and  arrestees  who  are 
brought  into  the  station  for  any  period  of  time.  Booking  cards 
(station  copies  of  form  3800-09)  should  be  maintained  on  file 
at  Southern  Station  for  all  prisoners  booked  by  Southern 
Station  personnel . 

Background : 

All  district  stations  keep  records  of  prisoners  and  detainees 
who  are  brought  to  the  station  for  booking  except  Southern 
Station.  This  investigation  as  well  as  other  OCC 
investigations  have  revealed  that  the  holding  cell  at  Southern 
has  been  used  for  647(f)  P.C.  detentions. 


Recommendation  By 


Investigator 


BARBARA  J.  ATTARD 
Sr.  Investigator 


Approved  By 


JOHN  PARKER 
Acting  Director 


A/1 


OCC  COMPLAINT  NOS.  154-93,  155-93  AND  156-93 


ADDITIONAL  ALLEGATION  AND  POLICY  RECOMMENDATIONS 
ALTJ».GATION  NO.  16: 

There  was  a failure  to  complete  proper  paperwork  on  persons 
detained  or  arrested. 

RULES  VIOLATED: 

Section  I-A  of  General  Order  D-7  states: 

The  Station  Keeper  shall  personally  perform  the  duties 
of  booking  officer  for  all  arrestees  brought  to  a 
station  for  booking  (including  those  specified  in  G.O. 
No.  Q-3) . 

1.  Exception:  In  cases  of  large  scale  arrests, 

some  of  the  bookings  may  be  delegated  to  other 
officers  by  specific  assignment  of  the  Station 
Keeper . 

2 . The  booking  of  prisoners  transported  directly 
to  County  Jail  #1  shall  be  the  responsibility  of 
sheriff's  personnel.  However,  if  a police  officer 
is  required  to  be  the  searching  officer,  it  shall 
be  his/her  responsibility  to  ensure  that  all 
property  is  listed  accurately  on  the  booking  card 
by  the  booking  officer. 


CATEGORY  OF  CONDUCT:  CONDUCT  REFLECTING  DISCREDIT 

NAME  OF  MEMBER:  I.D.  PENDING 

FINDING:  SUSTAINED,  POLICY  FAILURE 

ANALYSIS  AND  RATIONALE: 

Sgt.  Layne  Amiot,  then  acting  as  a lieutenant,  confirmed  during 
a telephone  call  on  June  4,  1993  that  there  were  no  booking 
cards  or  paperwork,  other  than  849B  slips,  on  detainees  who  had 
been  released  from  Southern  Station.  As  a station  that  has 
historically  transported  detainees  and  arrestees  directly  to 
the  county  jail.  Southern  Station  has  long  had  a practice  of 
not  completing  booking  cards.  However,  jail  overcrowding  and 
other  special  circumstances  have  created  the  situation  where 
arrestees  and  detainees  are  at  times  held  for  several  hours  at 
Southern  Station. 


V 


) 


OCC  Case  No.  143-93 


V.  POLICY  RECOMMENDATION 

POLICY  RECOMMENDATION 

SUBJECT:  IN-CUSTODY  DEATHS  AND  SERIOUS  SUICIDE  ATTEMPTS 

Recommendation : 


It  is  recommended  that  the  SFPD  issue  a Department  Bulletin 
stating  its  policy  that  deaths  of  prisoners  while  in  SFPD 
custody  and/or  control  shall  be  investigated  by  the 
Homicide  Division. 

It  is  further  recommended  that  the  Department  adopt  a 
policy  requiring  the  Homicide  Division  to  investigate 
serious  suicide  attempts  made  while  the  subject  was  in  the 
custody  and/or  control  of  the  SFPD.  Serious  suicide 
attempts  shall  be  defined  as  those  subjects  requiring 
hospital  admission.  It  is  recommended  that  such  a policy 
be  specified  in  a Department  Bulletin. 


The  investigation  into  an  incident  involving  a subject  who 
hung  himself  at  Mission  Station  and  subsequently  died  at 
SFGH,  revealed  that  there  are  no  written  Department  rules 
specifying  investigation  responsibilities  in  in-custody 
deaths  and  suicides. 


Background 


DIANA  CHRISTENSEN 
Investigator 


Investigation  by: 


Sr.  Investigator 


A/2 


Complaint  No.  412-93 


POLICY  TOBCOMHENDATION 
OCC  CASE  NO.  412-93 


SUBJECT:  STRIP  SEARCHES 


Recommendation i 


It  is  recommended  that  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department 
adopt  a policy  specifying  that  all  strip,  visual  and 
physical  body  cavity  searches  be  conducted  in  an  area  of 
privacy.  California  Penal  Code  Section  4030 (m)  applies 
only  to  arrestees  in  custody  on  misdemeanor  or  infraction 
offenses.  4030(m)  PC  states: 

All  strip,  visual  and  physical  body  cavity  searches 
shall  be  conducted  in  an  area  of  privacy  so  that 
the  search  cannot  be  observed  by  persons  not 
participating  in  the  search.  Persons  are 
considered  to  be  participating  in  the  search  if 
their  official  duties  relative  to  search  procedure 
require  them  to  be  present  at  the  time  the  search 
is  conducted. 

It  is  recommended  that  the  SFPD  adopt  the  above  stated 
language  in  relation  to  its  policy  on  arrestees  charged 
with  misdemeanor  and  felony  offenses. 

It  is  further  recommended  that  General  Order  D-7  be  revised 
to  include  the  adopted  policy  and  a Department  Bulletin 
written  to  provide  immediate  notification  of  the  changes  to 
SFPD  members. 


Background : 


OCC  complaint  number  412-93  involved  the  strip  search  of  an 
individual  who  had  been  arrested  for  the  sale  of  marijuana, 
a felony,  to  a police  officer.  The  arrestee  was  taken  to 
Southern  Station  and  placed  in  the  booking  cell  where  a 
strip  search  was  initiated  by  his  arresting  officer.  At 
the  time,  there  was  another  arrestee  from  a separate 
incident  present  in  the  cell. 
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POLICY  RECOMMENDATION 

Number  

OCC  Case  Numbers 
0406-93  and  0458-93 


SUBJECT:  Rights  of  the  Homeless 


1 Recommendation : 

I The  Department  should  amend  the  second  paragraph  of  Department 

i^l  Bulletin  123-93,  Rights  of  the  Homeless,  as  follows: 

(Members  of  the  Department  are  obligated  to  treat 
all  persons  equally,  regardless  of  their  economic 
or  living  conditions.  The  Homeless  enjoy  the  same 
I legal  and  individual  rights  afforded  to  others. 

Members  shall  at  all  times  respect  these  rights. 


Generalized  complaints  by 

residents  or 

merchants 

or  others 

shall  not  be  sufficient  justification 

for  an  order  to  "move  on. 

" Where  there 

: is  insuf- 

ficient  cause  to  justify 

the  detention 

of  an  in- 

dividual 

as  set  forth  in 

General  Order 

D-6,  there 

cannot  be 

sufficient  cause  to  order  an 

individual 

to  "move  on."  Homeless  individuals  shall  also, 
upon  request,  receive  the  same  level  of  prompt, 
courteous  police  service  provided  to  other  resi- 
dents, workers  and  visitors  in  San  Francisco. 

Background 


In  May  of  1993,  the  OCC  received  two  complaints  from  the  Coalition 
on  Homelessness  wherein  on  two  occasions  on  the  same  evening,  two 
different  officers  ordered  a group  of  homeless  advocates  and  their 
clients  to  "move  on,"  resulting  in  two  complaints  being  filed  with 
this  office.  Complainant  in  those  cases  alleged  violations  of 
General  Order  D-6,  Certificates  of  Release  and  General  Order  J-5 , 
Obstruction  of  Streets  and  Sidewalks. 

Neither  of  those  orders  are  applicable  to  these  cases.  For  General 
Order  D-6  to  be  applicable,  there  must  first  be  a detention;  there 
was  none  in  either  case.  For  General  Order  J-5  to  be  applicable, 
someone  has  to  have  actually  been  cited  for  blocking  the  sidewalk; 
no  one  was . 

What  is  present  in  these  cases  is  an  order  to  "move  on"  and  a verbal 
admonishment  that  complainants  were  blocking  the  sidewalk. ^ There 
was  no  actual  threat  to  cite.  The  officers  stated  that  their  ac- 
tions were  based  upon  the  generalized  complaints  of  merchants  in  the 
area,  and  during  their  interviews  stated  that  they  often  admonish 


In  the  first  case,  the  stated  violation  was  blocking  the  side- 
walk, and  in  the  second  it  was  a violation  of  §76  MTC  which 
prohibits  standing  on  a sidewalk  in  a business  district.  On 
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individuals  in  such  a manner.  Only  when  the  elements  of  the  infrac- 
tion are  met  are  citations  issued. 

Although  the  actions  of  the  officers  in  these  cases  may  be  consider- 
ed proper  when  viewed  in  light  of  these  two  General  Orders,  it  nay 
also  be  seen  as  questionable  when  viewed  in  light  of  the  Police 
Commission's  stated  views  on  protecting  the  rights  of  the  homeless 
as  stated  in  its  resolution  #1962-88,  and  restated  in  Department 
Bulletin  93-123.2 

No  matter  how  politely  stated,  the  smallest  "request,"  when  made  by 
a police  officer  in  full  uniform  while  on  duty,  is  coercive,  carries 
greater  weight,  and  is  more  likely  to  result  in  compliance  than  that 
same  request  if  made  by  an  ordinary  citizen.  It  is  for  this  reason 
that  the  Police  Commission  has  gone  to  greater  lengths  to  protect 
the  rights  of  the  disadvantaged  from  the  prospect  of  unwarranted  in- 
trusions of  their  right  to  use  public  thoroughfares. 

While  these  officers  actions  may  have  been  strictly  proper,  they 
were  outside  the  spirit  of  the  Police  Commission's  stated  policy. 
Police  Commission  Resolution  1962-88  and  Department  Bulletin  93-123 
(which  are  identical) , both  warn  officers  that  they  are  to  "treat 
all  persons  equally,  regardless  of  their  economic  or  living  condi- 
tions." Ordering  people  on  the  street  to  "move  on"  disproportion- 
ately affects  the  group  of  persons  the  Commission  sought  to  protect. 

It  is  for  this  reason  that  the  OCC  has  sought  to  give  full  form  to 
that  spirit  by  requiring  that  officers  have  some  reasonable  cause, 
the  same  as  standard  as  in  a detention,  before  requesting  that  some- 
one "move  on." 


June  24,  1992,  the  OCC  questioned  the  constitutionality  of  that 
s'ection  and  recommended  to  the  department  that  it  refrain  from 
enforcing  it  pending  review  of  the  City  Attorney.  Acting  Chief 
Thomas  Murphy,  on  August  4,  1992,  issued  Department  Bulletin 
92-205  notifying  members  that  they  were  not  to  enforce  §76. 
Although  there  was  insufficient  evidence  in  this  case  to  show 
whether  the  officer  actually  referenced  §76,  it  was  clear  that 
he  asked  these  individuals  to  move  on. 

Issued  after  this  incident  on  May  25,  1993. 
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JOHN  C . PARKER 
Chief  Investigator 
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DEFINITIONS  OF  ALLEGATIONS 


Unnecessaxy  Force  (DF)  : Any  use  of  force  which  exceeds  the  level  of  force 

reasonably  needed  to  perform  a necessary  police  action. 

DnwarreLnted  Action  (DA)  : An  act  or  action  not  necessitated  by  circumstances 

or  which  does  not  effect  a legitimate  police  purpose. 

Conduct  Reflecting  Discredit  (CRD) : An  act  or  action  which,  by  its  nature, 

reflects  badly  on  the  Department  smd  undermines  pviblic  confidence. 

Neglect  of  Duty  (ND)  : Failure  to  take  action  when  some  action  is  required  under 

the  applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

Racial  Slur  (RS) : Behavior  or  use  of  language  meant  to  belittle  or  defame 

because  of  race  or  ethnicity. 

Sexual  Slur  (SS) : Behavior  or  the  use  of  language  meant  to  belittle  or  defame 

because  of  sex  or  sexual  preference. 

Discourtesy  (D)  : Behavior  or  language  commonly  known  to  cause  offense,  including 

the  use  of  profanity. 


DEFINITIONS  OF  FINDINGS 


Sustained  (S)  : A preponderance  of  the  evidence  proved  that  the  conduct 
complained  of  did  occur,  and  that  using  as  a standard  the  applicable  regulations 
of  the  Department,  the  conduct  was  improper. 

Not  Sustained  (NS)  : The  investigation  failed  to  disclose  sufficient  evidence  to 
either  prove,  or  disprove  the  allegation  made  in  the  complaint. 

Proper  Conduct  (PC)  : The  evidence  proved  that  the  acts  which  provided  the  basis 
for  the  allegations  occurred;  however,  such  acts  were  justified,  lawful,  and 
proper . 

Unfounded  (U) : The  evidence  proved  that  the  acts  alleged  in  the  complaint  did 
not  occur,  or  that  the  named  member  was  not  involved  in  the  acts  alleged. 

Policy  Failure  (PF)  : The  evidence  proved  that  the  act  by  the  member  was 
justified  by  Departmental  policy,  procedure,  or  regulation;  however,  the  OCC 
recommends  a change  in  the  particular  policy,  procedure,  or  regulation. 

Supervision  Failiire  (SF)  : The  evidence  proved  that  the  action  complained  of  were 
the  result  of  inadequate  supervision  when  viewed  in  light  of  applicable  law; 
training;  and  Departmental  policy  and  procedure. 

Training  Failiare  (TF)  : The  evidence  proved  that  the  action  complained  of  was  the 
result  of  inadequate  or  inappropriate  training;  or  a absence  of  training  when 
viewed  in  light  of  Departmental  policy  and  procedure. 

Information  Only  (lO)  : The  evidence  proved  that  the  action  complained  of  did  not 
involve  a sworn  member  of  the  Department;  or  that  the  action  described  was  so 
obviously  imaginary  that  their  occurrence  is  not  admissible  by  ciny  competent 
authority.  Information  Only  allegations  are  not  covinted  as  complaints  against 
sworn  members  of  the  Department.  Complaints  against  non- sworn  employees  of  the 
Department  are  referred  to  Management  Control  Division.  Complaints  against 
employees  of  other  agencies,  are  referred  to  the  appropriate  agency. 
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OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 
^ THIRD  QUARTER  REPORT 
JULY  1 TO  SEPTEMBER  30,  1994 


THE  POLICE  COMMISSION 


OFFICE  OF  CITIZEN  COMPLAINTS 


^ CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


October  28,  1994 


Harry  W.  Low,  President 
The  Police  Commission 
850  Bryant  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


555  SEVENTH  STREET 
ROOM  252 
SAN  FRANCISCO 


CALIFORNIA 

94103-4732 


Dear  Judge  Low; 


FAX:  (415)  553-1192 
(415)  553-1407 


I respectfully  present  the  1994  Third  Quarter  statistical  report 
for  the  Commission's  review.  By  the  end  of  the  third  quarter,  the 
OCC  had  received  an  adjusted  total  of  775  complaints.  I believe 
that  if  current  trends  continue,  the  OCC  again  will  have  handled 
over  1,000  complaints  by  year's  end. 

As  can  be  seen  on  page  one  of  this  report,  we  have  managed  to  move 
the  pending  case  level  to  a new  low  of  287.  I do  not  believe  a 
much  lower  figure  can  be  attained  under  the  current  staffing  levels 
and  rate  of  complaints.  Although  we  will  not  realize  an  immediate 
impact  on  case  levels  with  the  introduction  of  mediation,  this 
program  will  change  the  numbers  over  a period  of  time.  (Asterisks 
on  the  first  page  of  the  report  indicate  numbers  which  have  been 
reconciled  due  to  file  updates  since  the  previous  report.) 

Pages  2,3,  and  4 of  the  report  contain  a variety  of  graphs  which 
depict  important  areas  of  the  statistical  report.  You  will  find  a 
chart  showing  the  pending  case  levels  on  a quarterly  basis  for  the 
past  12  months;  a breakdown  by  percentage  of  the  total  allegations; 
as  well  as  quarterly  and  year-to-date  comparisons  of  complaints  by 
district  stations. 

The  remaining  pages  of  the  report  provide  more  detailed  complaint 
information,  broken  down  by  units  throughout  the  Department;  a 
breakdown  of  OCC  dispositions  by  allegations;  and  information  of 
Department  action  taken  on  sustained  cases.  I have  also  attached 
three  policy  recommendations  developed  during  .the  third  quarter. 

Please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me  should  there  be  any  questions 
about  this  report  or  any  other  matter. 

Very  truly  yours. 


John  Parker 
Interim  Director 
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Comprehensive  Statistical  Report 
from  Jan.  1,  1994  through  Sep.  30,  1994 


Year  to  date  totals 

FIRST 

QUARTER 

SECOND 

QUARTER 

JUL 

AUG 

SEP 

THIRD 

QUARTER 

YTD 

TOTAL 

Number  of  Cases  Received 

266 

228 

81 

95 

121 

297 

791 

Total  MergersA^oids  1994 

(7) 

(1) 

(3) 

(1) 

(4) 

(8) 

(16) 

Adjusted  Nr.  of  Cases  Received 

259 

227 

78 

94 

117 

289 

775 

Number  of  1992  Cases  Pending 

24 

23 

11 

9 

8 

8 

8 

Number  of  1993  Cases  Pending 

142 

56 

33 

27 

20 

20 

20 

Number  of  1994  Cases  Pending 

219 

215 

193 

197» 

259 

259 

259 

Total  Number  of  Cases  Pending 

385 

294 

237 

233* 

287 

287 

287 

Number  of  1992  Cases  Closed 

1 

1 

12 

2 

1 

15 

17 

Number  of  1993  Cases  Closed 

343 

86 

23 

6 

7 

36 

465 

Number  of  1994  Cases  Closed 

40 

231 

100 

90 

55 

245 

516 

Total  Number  of  Cases  Closed 

384 

318 

135 

98 

63 

296 

998 

Total  Info.  Only  1994 

8 

41 

9 

16 

7 

32 

81 

Number  of  Cases  Sustained 

10 

14 

6 

5 

4 

15 

39 

HOW  COMPLAINTS  ARE  RECEIVED 


MONTH  IN  PERSON 

PHONE 

MAIL 

SFPD 

MAYOR 

OTHER 

TOTALS 

January 

36 

7 

18 

4 

0 

9 

74 

February 

36 

10 

15 

4 

0 

8 

73 

March 

51 

11 

32 

10 

0 

15 

119 

TOTAL  1ST  QUARTER 

123 

28 

65 

18 

0 

32 

266 

April 

31 

8 

8 

7 

0 

11 

65 

May 

41 

10 

19 

8 

0 

4 

82 

June 

39 

12 

16 

5 

0 

9 

81 

TOTAL  2ND  QUARTER 

111 

30 

43 

20 

0 

24 

228 

July 

33 

8 

22 

9 

0 

9 

81 

August 

45 

9 

23 

12 

0 

6 

95 

September 

50 

11 

35 

10 

0 

15 

121 

TOTAL  3RD  QUARTER 

128 

28 

80 

31 

0 

30 

297 

YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 

362 

86 

188 

69 

0 

86 

791 
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PENDING  CASE  LEVELS  - 1993/1994  QUARTERLY  COMPARISONS 


1994  YEAR  TO  DATE  ALLEGATIONS  BY  PERCENTAGE 


UA  40.2% 


UF  14.5% 


12.0% 

RS 


OTHERS 
D 10.5% 


ND  20.2% 


SS  0.4% 


CRD 


0.7% 


I 


ALLEGATIONS  BY  STATION  - THIRD  QUARTER 
1993/1994  COMPARISON 


ALLEGATIONS  BY  STATION  - YEAR  TO  DATE 
1993/1994  COMPARISON 
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TOTAL  ALLEGATIONS  CLOSED 


1994  YEAR  TO  DATE 


ALLEGATIONS  SUSTAINED 


POLICY  TRAINING 

UF  UA  CRD  ND  RS  SS  D SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE  FAILURE 


TOTAL 


TOTAL  FIRST  QUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  QUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  QUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  QUARTER 


14  2 3 

2 2 2 9 

3 5 7 7 

0*0  0 0 


10  3 14 

0 0 0 15 

2 0 3 27 

0 0 0 0 


1 0 15 

4 0 19 

3 0 30 

0 0 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


6 11  11  19  3 0 6 56 


64 


ALLEGATIONS  NOT  SUSTAINED 

UF  UA  CRD  ND  RS  SS 


POLICY  TRAINING 

SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE  FAILURE  TOTAL 


TOTAL  FIRST  QUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  QUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  QUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  QUARTER 


36  60  57  51  11 

68  60  64  77  10 

59  85  44  41  3 

0 0 0 0 0 


267  1 

334  2 

306  0 

0 0 


0 268 

0 336 

0 306 

0 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


163  205  165  169  24  7 174  907 


3 


0 910 


ALLEGATIONS  UNFOUNDED 


TOTAL  FIRST  QUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  QUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  QUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  QUARTER 

YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


POLICY  TRAINING 

SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE  FAILURE  TOTAL 


ALLEGATIONS  FOUND  TO  BE  PROPER  CONDUCT 

UF  UA  CRD  ND  RS  SS 


POLICY  TRAINING 
D SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE  FAILURE 


TOTAL 


TOTAL  FIRST  QUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  QUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  QUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  QUARTER 


17  155  3 

20  178  11 

14  167  8 

0 0 0 


209  3 

249  7 

237  4 

0 0 


0 212 

0 256 

0 241 

0 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


51  500  22  115  0 0 7 


695  14 


0 709 


ALLEGATIONS  IN  WHICH  NO  FINDING  WAS  THE  DISPOSITION 

UF  UA  CRD  ND  RS  SS 


POLICY  TRAINING 
D SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE  FAILURE 


TOTAL 


TOTAL  FIRST  QUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  QUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  QUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  QUARTER 


34  0 

34  0 

34  0 

0 0 


0 34 

0 34 

0 34 

0 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL  21  32  20  15  3 0 11  102  0 0 102 


. XTAa  Miv 

.A' 


1994  YEAR  TO  DATE 


TOTAL  ALLEGATIONS  CLOSED  - 
(CONTINUED) 


ALLEGATIONS  IN  WHICH  NO  FINDING  DISPOSITION  WAS  WITHDRAWN 
UF  UA  CRD  ND  RS  SS 


POLICY  TRAINING 
D SUBTOTAL  PROCEDURE  FAILURE 


TOTAL 


TOTAL  FIRST  QUARTER 
TOTAL  SECOND  QUARTER 
TOTAL  THIRD  QUARTER 
TOTAL  FOURTH  QUARTER 


7 3 

1 2 

0 5 

0 0 


4 4 

1 1 

4 3 

0 0 


1 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 


0 

0 

2 

0 


0 19 
0 5 
0 14 
0 0 


YEAR  TO  DATE  TOTAL 


10  9 


0 2 38  0 


0 38 


A list  of  cases  sustained  by  the  OCC  since  1990  appears  on  the  following  pages.  Below  is  a 
sinmnary  of  action  taken  by  the  Department  in  1994  on  cases  sustained  by  OCC,  irrespective  of 
the  year  of  the  complaint. 


Summary  of  Action  by  SFPD  on  Sustained  Cases  in  1994: 


Complainant  Ethnicity  Code: 


Admonish/Counsel/Retrain 29 

Written  Reprimand 12 

Suspension 5 

Not  Sustained/Unfounded  by  Dept 13 

Policy  Failure  by  Dept 1 

Dismissed  by  Commission 1 

Pending  Action 29 


1 White 

2 Black 

3 Hispanic 

4 Asian 

5 Filipino 

6 Pacific  Is. /Am.  Indian 

7 Other 
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SUSTAINED  LIST  1990  THROUGH  1994 


ETH| 

1 

SUSTND 

ALLEG. 

1 COMP.  1 DATE 
1 DATE  1 MCD 

1 DATE 
1 RETD 

1 REMARKS 

2 1 

CRD 

1 01/12/90 

1 02/30/91 

1 07/23/91 

1 Not  Sust.  (OCCDB) 

UA 

1 01/12/90 

1 02/22/91 

1 07/23/91 

1 Admonished 

4 1 

D 

1 01/16/90 

1 06/18/90 

1 08/20/90 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

ND 

1 01/16/90 

1 10/23/90 

1 03/13/91 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

UF,UA,CRD 

1 01/20/90 

1 01/07/92 

1 11/06/92 

1 20  days  suspension;  15  days 

1 01/20/90 

1 not  imposed(Commission) 

1 1 

UA 

1 01/23/90 

1 01/14/91 

1 03/23/93 

1 Not  Sustained 

UA 

1 01/23/90 

1 1 

D 

1 01/24/90 

1 01/02/91 

1 04/10/91 

1 Ins.Evidence  by  chief 

2 1 

D 

1 01/26/90 

1 07/15/92 

1 10/17/91 

1 Proper  Conduct  by  Chief 

7 1 

D,UA 

1 01/29/90 

1 10/31/90 

1 01/31/91 

1 Counselled  & Admonished 

2 1 

UF 

1 01/30/90 

1 07/19/91 

1 05/12/93 

1 2days  susp.held  in  abey. 

4 1 

D,ND 

1 01/31/90 

1 11/08/90 

1 07/23/91 

1 Admonished 

2 1 

UA 

1 02/01/90 

1 01/10/91 

1 09/10/91 

1 Retraining 

2 1 

UA 

1 02/05/90 

1 05/31/91 

1 11/29/91 

1 Proper  Conduct(OCCDB) 

3 1 

ND 

1 02/07/90 

1 10/01/90 

1 12/28/90 

1 Admonishement 

2 1 

UF 

1 02/07/90 

1 12/10/90 

1 01/08/92 

1 Not  Sust.  by  Commission 

1 1 

CRD 

1 02/80/90 

1 10/23/90 

1 03/22/91 

1 Counselled 

2 1 

UA,ND 

1 02/09/90 

1 11/16/90 

1 03/13/91 

1 Admonishment/Retraining 

1 1 

CRD 

1 02/12/90 

1 01/18/91 

1 01/25/91 

1 Member  retired,01/04/91 

3 1 

UF 

1 02/20/92 

1 08/09/91 

1 10/26/92 

1 Proper  Conduct  by  Chief 

2 1 

CRD 

1 02/17/90 

1 11/29/90 

1 03/13/91 

1 Admonishment/Retraining 

3 1 

Policy 

1 02/22/90 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

UA 

1 02/28/90 

1 05/28/91 

1 11/01/91 

1 Insf.Evidence  by  Chief 

X 1 

UF,D 

1 02/26/90 

1 09/13/91 

1 10/26/92 

1 Not  Sust.  by  Chief 

4 1 

ND 

1 03/05/90 

1 10/29/90 

1 01/31/91 

1 Not  Sust.  by  Chief 

ND.ND 

1 

1 Not  Sust.  by  Chief 

2 1 

UF 

1 03/14/90 

1 07/30/91 

1 11/05/92 

1 Not  Sust.Retrain.  Chief 

1 1 

Policy 

1 03/15/90 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

3 1 

ND 

1 03/21/90 

1 09/13/91 

1 04/10/92 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

D 

1 03/23/90 

1 01/10/92 

1 02/03/92 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

ND 

1 03/28/90 

1 07/27/90 

1 11/21/90 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

UF 

1 03/28/90 

1 06/21/91 

1 06/27/91 

1 No  Charges  MCD  (OCCDB) 

2 1 

D,NDx2 

1 03/28/90 

1 12/20/91 

1 06/26/92 

1 Written  Reprimand  x 2 

X 1 

ND 

1 No  MCD  Dispo  (OCCDB) 

1 1 

CRD 

1 04/02/90 

1 01/10/92 

1 06/16/92 

1 5 day  suspension 

1 1 

ND 

1 04/03/90 

1 09/03/91 

1 12/12/91 

1 Reprimand 

? 1 

UA 

1 04/13/90 

1 10/11/91 

1 12/12/91 

1 Retraining 

1 1 

UA 

1 04/07/90 

1 07/17/90 

1 05/31/91 

1 Not  Sustained 

1 1 

Policy 

1 04/06/90 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

ND 

1 04/12/90 

1 11/19/91 

1 06/02/94 

1 Admonished 
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SUSTAINED  LIST  1990  THROUGH  1994 


SUSTND 

ALLEG. 

1 COMP 
1 DATE 

.|  DATE 
1 MCD 

1 DATE 
1 RETD 

1 remark: 

1 

ND 

1 04/16/90 

1 01/23/91 

1 05/02/91 

1 Not  Sustained 

ND,D 

1 04/23/90 

1 01/10/91 

1 02/03/92 

1 Written  Reprimand 

ND 

1 04/25/90 

1 07/21//92 

1 05/03/93 

1 Admonished 

Policy 

1 04/25/90 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

D 

1 05/30/90 

1 03/23/92 

1 03/31/92 

1 Not  Sustained 

ND 

1 04/30/90 

1 11/21/90 

1 04/23/91 

1 Written  Reprimand 

ND/ND 

1 05/02/90 

1 12/19/91 

1 12/31/91 

1 Discipl.  Hearing  X 2 

ND/ND 

1 05/30/90 

1 07/15/91 

1 10/08/91 

1 Not  Sustained 

UF,UA,CRD 

1 05/05/90 

1 09/18/91 

1 01/21/93 

1 90  day  susp.  (per  MCD) 

X 3,ND  X2 

1 

1 

CRD,ND,ND 

1 

1 Retired  (per  MCD) 

D 

1 05/12/90 

1 10/14/92 

1 11/12/92 

1 Not  Sust.  by  Chief 

UF 

1 05/23/90 

1 10/14/92 

1 08/11/93 

1 1 day  suspension 

D 

1 05/21/90 

1 05/16/91 

1 06/25/91 

1 Admonished 

D,CRD,ND 

1 05/24/90 

1 12/17/91 

1 07/20/92 

1 Reprimand 

RS 

1 

1 Reprimand 

UF 

1 06/05/90 

1 01/10/92 

1 11/12/92 

1 P.  Conduct  by  Chief 

UA 

1 06/08/90 

1 07/27/90 

1 11/21/90 

1 Admonished 

ND 

1 06/13/90 

1 11/08/91 

1 01/22/92 

1 Admonished 

ND 

1 06/14/90 

1 08/09/91 

1 09/12/91 

1 Insuf.Evidence 

UF,ND  X 3 

1 06/20/90 

1 06/25/91 

1 01/25/94 

1 Charges  Dismissed 

UFx2,NDx3 

1 Charges  Dismissed 

UF, ND/ND 

1 Dismissed/PoI.Failure 

ND 

1 

1 Pol.Failure/Pol.Failure 

ND 

1 

1 Pol.Failure/Pol.Failure 

ND 

1 Pol.Failure/Pol.Failure 

ND 

1 

1 Pol.Failure/Pol.Failure 

ND 

1 

1 Pol.Failure/Pol.Failure 

ND 

1 

1 Pol.Failure/Pol.Failure 

ND 

1 Pol.Failure/Pol.Failure 

ND 

1 

1 Pol.Failure/Pol.Failure 

ND 

1 Pol.Failure/Pol.Failure 

ND 

1 Dismissed/PoI.Failure 

ND 

1 Pol.Failure/Pol.Failure 

CRD 

1 06/25/90 

1 10/01/90 

1 12/28/90 

1 Admonished 

ND 

1 06/25/90 

1 04/28/93 

1 03/09/94 

1 Sustained  - Retrained 

D 

1 06/26/90 

1 08/09/91 

1 10/17/91 

1 Reprimand 

ND.CRD 

1 07/12/90 

1 01/18/91 

1 07/23/91 

1 Reprimand 

ND 

1 07/12/90 

1 05/16/91 

1 06/25/91 

1 Admonished 

CRD,ND,ND 

1 07/27/90 

1 01/12/91 

1 02/03/92 

1 Admonished 

ND 

1 08/12/90 

1 03/13/92 

1 05/07/92 

1 1 day  suspension 
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SUSTAINED  LIST  1990  THROUGH  1994 


1 

ETH| 

SUSTND 

COMP.  1 

DATE  1 

= 1 — 

DATE  1 

REMARKS 

1 

ALLEG. 

DATE  1 

MCD  1 

RETD  1 

1 1 

UA.UFJD 

1 08/06/90 

1 07/02/91 

1 05/07/92 

1 P.  Conduct  per  Chief 

UA.UFJD 

1 

1 P.  Conduct  per  Chief 

1 1 

UA,ND,UA 

1 08/07/90 

1 04/03/91 

1 11/06/92 

1 Admonishment/Retraining 

NDJ^D 

1 Admonished 

4 1 

ND 

1 08/14/90 

1 01/03/91 

1 04/10/91 

1 Not  Sust.  by  Chief 

1 1 

Policy 

1 08/27/90 

1 -- 

1 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

D 

1 08/28/90 

1 10/15/91 

1 12/12/91 

1 Admonished 

5 1 

ND 

1 08/31/90 

1 05/10/91 

1 06/25/91 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

Policy 

1 08/31/90 

1 -- 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

ND 

1 09/04/90 

1 01/10/92 

1 04/05/93 

1 Reprimand 

2 1 

UA/UA 

1 09/04/90 

1 05/11/92 

1 06/16/92 

1 P.  Conduct  per  Chief 

2 1 

ND,ND 

1 09/10/90 

1 05/10/91 

1 09/10/91 

1 Retraining 

1 1 

UF 

1 09/26/90 

1 10/05/93 

1 11/24/93 

1 Written  Reprimand 

7 1 

Policy 

1 10/02/90 

1 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

5 1 

UF,ND 

1 10/05/90 

1 05/19/92 

1 11/19/92 

1 Insuf.  Evidence 

5 1 

ND/ND 

1 10/05/90 

1 05/19/92 

1 11/19/92 

1 Admonished/Admonished 

2 1 

UA 

1 10/09/90 

1 08/26/92 

1 11/06/92 

1 Admonished 

2 1 

UF 

1 10/11/90 

1 09/24/92 

1 03/19/93 

1 Not  Sustained 

2 1 

UF 

1 10/15/90 

1 12/17/91 

1 03/02/93 

1 5 day  suspension 

2 1 

ND 

1 10/18/90 

1 09/14/92 

1 03/05/93 

1 Admonished  X 2(Per  MCD) 

ND/Policy 

1 

1 1 

Policy 

1 10/26/90 

1 

1 -- 

1 

2 1 

UF,ND,ND 

1 11/21/90 

1 12/16/91 

1 11/06/92 

1 90  day  Suspension 

ND 

1 

1 Reprimand 

2 1 

ND,CRD 

1 11/02/90 

1 01/18/91 

1 04/10/91 

1 Reprimand 

1 1 

ND 

1 11/07/90 

1 01/18/91 

1 04/17/91 

1 Reprimand 

1 1 

ND/ND 

1 11/13/90 

1 07/23/92 

1 08/12/92 

1 Admonished/Admonished 

1 1 

UA 

1 11/26/90 

1 04/05/91 

1 08/14/91 

1 Reprimand 

1/1  1 

UF/UF 

1 11/27/90 

1 01/10/92 

1 11/23/92 

1 Insuf.  Evidence 

1 1 

UA 

1 12/04/90 

1 12/23/92 

1 05/24/93 

1 Reprimand 

1 1 

ND 

1 12/07/90 

1 03/09/92 

1 03/16/92 

1 Policy  Failure 

1 1 

UF,D 

1 11/26/90 

1 04/02/91 

1 11/06/92 

1 Not  Sust./Admonish. 

2 1 

UA 

1 12/17/90 

1 07/15/91 

1 07/23/91 

1 Not  Sustained 

2 1 

ND 

1 12/18/90 

1 01/23/93 

1 01/20/94 

1 1 day  disc.  Suspension 

X/1  1 

CRD.ND 

1 12/18/90 

1 05/04/92 

1 03/02/93 

1 Disc.  Written  Reprimand 

1 1 

Policy 

1 12/19/90 

1 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

X 1 

UAx3 

1 12/26/90 

1 09/19/91 

1 01/21/92 

1 Proper  Conduct/Retrained 

1 1 

ND/ND 

1 01/04/91 

1 07/10/92 

1 11/16/92 

1 Reprimand/Reprimand 

1 1 

UF2,CRD 

1 01/08/91 

1 04/23/91 

1 07/19/91 

1 Sustained 

ND2.D2 

1 

ND/ND 
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SUSTAINED  LIST  1990  THROUGH  1994 


— 1 = 
ETH| 

1 

SUSTND 

ALLEG. 

i COMP 
1 DATE 

1 DATE 
1 MCD 

1 DATE 
1 RETD 

= 1 

1 REMARKS 

X 1 

UA 

1 01/09/91 

1 09/19/91 

1 01/21/92 

1 Proper  Conduct/Retrained 

1 1 

ND 

1 01/23/91 

1 04/21/92 

1 ??? 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

D 

1 01/11/91 

1 07/16/91 

1 09/10/91 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

CRD/ND 

1 01/15/91 

1 03/05/93 

1 10/05/93 

1 Reprimand 

1 1 

ND,ND 

1 01/17/91 

1 07/31/92 

1 11/06/92 

1 Retraining/Not  Sust. 

2 1 

CRD/CRD 

1 01/18/91 

1 12/23/92 

1 02/24/94 

1 Not  Sustained 

" 1 

CRD 

1 

1 

2 1 

D 

1 01/18/91 

1 09116191 

1 09/21/92 

1 Reprimand 

4 1 

ND 

1 01/23/91 

1 08/13/91 

1 04/10/92 

1 Written  Reprimand 

1 1 

Policy 

1 01/25/91 

1 -- 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

5 1 

D 

1 01/25/91 

1 05/13/92 

1 08/27/92 

1 Admonished 

1 I 

ND 

1 01/30/91 

1 09/22/92 

1 11/13/92 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

ND 

1 02/12/91 

1 07/31/92 

1 09/15/92 

1 Written  Reprimand 

2 1 

CRD 

1 03/13/91 

1 07/27/92 

1 11/05/92 

1 Reprimand 

? 1 

Policy 

1 03/12/91 

1 -- 

1 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

X 1 

UF.ND/ND 

1 03/18/91 

1 07/22/91 

1 08/31/92 

1 60  days  susp.X  2 

UF,ND 

1 60  days  susp.(Per  MCD) 

1 1 

CRD 

1 03/20/91 

1 01/20/93 

1 08/25/93 

1 Reprimand 

1 1 

UA,D,CRD 

1 03/27/91 

1 09/03/91 

1 11/06/92 

1 Not  Sus.  by  Commission 

2 1 

ND,UA 

1 04/02/91 

1 01/28/93 

1 06/17/93 

1 Admonishment  X 2 

2 1 

ND,UA 

1 

1 Admonishment  x 2 

1 1 

ND 

1 04/16/91 

1 09/10/92 

1 03/02/94 

1 Not  Sustained 

4 1 

Policy 

1 04/18/91 

1 -- 

1 — 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

CRD 

1 05/07/91 

1 09/23/92 

1 04/19/93 

1 1 day  Susp.held  abey. 

3 1 

UF 

1 05/05/91 

1 06/25/91 

1 08/31/92 

1 60  day  suspension 

D 

1 06/25/91 

1 10/11/91 

1 60  day  suspension 

1/1  1 

D 

1 05/08/91 

1 07/17/92 

1 07/27/92 

1 Not  Sustained 

1 1 

UA 

1 05/10/91 

1 10/16/92 

1 03/04/93 

1 Retraining 

1 1 

CRD,ND,ND 

1 06/03/91 

1 10/28/93 

1 06/16/94 

1 Admonished 

7 1 

ND 

1 

1/1  1 

UA 

1 06/19/91 

1 10/16/91 

1 01/23/92 

1 Written  Reprimand 

3 1 

Policy 

1 06/24/91 

1 -- 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

D,ND 

1 06/25/91 

1 08/20/91 

1 10/21/91 

1 Member  resigned 

1 1 

ND 

1 06/15/91 

1 08/09/91 

1 11/08/91 

1 Admonished  & Retraining 

? 1 

ND 

1 06/26/91 

1 01/21/93 

1 09/03/93 

1 Reprimand 

1 1 

ND 

1 07/03/91 

1 09/10/92 

1 11/06/92 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

ND 

1 07/12/91 

1 12/17/91 

1 12/31/91 

1 1 day  suspension 

X 1 

UA/UA 

1 07/12/91 

1 06/03/92 

1 09/10/92 

1 Admonished  & Retraining 

X 1 

ND 

1 07/25/91 

1 04/14/93 

1 09/10/93 

1 Policy  Failure  per  MCD 

ND 

1 Policy  Failure  per  MCD 

3 1 

ND,D 

1 07/23/91 

1 08/26/92 

1 11/06/92 

1 5 days  suspension 
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SUSTAINED  LIST  1990  THROUGH  1994 


ETHl 

SUSTND 

1 COMP 

i DATE 

1 DATE 

i REMARKS 

1 

ALLEG. 

1 DATE 

1 MCD 

1 RETD 

-1 

1 1 

Policy 

1 07/25/91 

1 -- 

1 -- 

-| 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

NDJ^D 

1 07/30/91 

1 01/31/92 

1 06/17/92 

1 Written  Reprimand 

2 1 

UF 

1 08/06/91 

1 01/21/93 

1 06/16/94 

1 2 days  susp.  held  in  abeyance 

X 1 

ND 

1 08/08/91 

1 12/20/91 

1 03/17/92 

1 1 day  suspension 

1 1 

ND/CRD 

1 08/10/91 

1 05/01/92 

1 03/04/93 

1 Admonished/Admonished 

X 1 

ND 

1 

1 

1 Chiefs  Discipl.Hearing 

3 1 

UA,CRD/ND 

1 08/13/91 

1 04/14/92 

1 06/02/94 

1 CRD  Wrtn  Rep/ND  Not  Sus 

ND 

1 Not  Sustained 

ND,UA,CRD 

1 CRD  Wrtn  Rep/ND  Not  Sus 

ND,UAx2CRD 

1 CRD  Wrtn  Rep/ND  Not  Sus 

1 1 

CRD,RS,UF 

1 08/18/91 

1 04/21/92 

1 10/04/92 

1 Member  resigned 

ND 

1 

1/X  1 

UF,SS,UA 

1 08/19/91 

1 01/17/92 

1 05/19/92 

1 Reprimandx2,Chief  Hear. 

1 1 

UA 

1 08/21/91 

1 01/28/92 

1 07/23/92 

1 Admonished 

2 1 

ND 

1 08/21/91 

1 10/14/92 

1 03/04/93 

1 Written  Reprimand 

1 1 

Policy 

1 08/27/91 

1 -- 

1 — 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

ND,ND 

1 09/04/91 

1 01/17/92 

1 07/22/92 

1 Written  Admonishment 

X 1 

UF,D 

1 09/08/91 

1 01/10/92 

1 03/09/94 

1 2 Days  Susp./Transf. 

3 I 

ND 

1 09/03/91 

1 08/26/92 

1 11/06/92 

1 Admonished  & Retraining 

1 1 

ND 

1 09/18/91 

1 01/20/93 

1 03/31/93 

1 Not  Sustained 

2 1 

ND/ND 

1 09/18/91 

1 12/23/92 

1 03/19/93 

1 Not  Sustained 

1 1 

CRD 

1 09/21/91 

1 05/13/92 

1 05/26/93 

1 Not  Sustained 

1 1 

UA 

1 10/17/91 

1 08/12/92 

1 09/15/92 

1 Admonished  & Retraining 

1 1 

Policy 

1 10/22/91 

1 — 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

ND/ND 

1 10/24/91 

1 01/28/93 

1 06/03/93 

1 Admonished/Admonished 

ND 

1 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

CRD 

1 10/24/91 

1 03/16/92 

1 07/20/92 

1 Proper  Conduct 

2 1 

ND,ND 

1 10/31/91 

1 06/17/92 

1 09/15/92 

1 Written  Reprimand 

1 { 

Policy 

1 11/03/91 

1 

1 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

4 1 

CRD,RS 

1 11/05/91 

1 03/09/92 

1 07/20/92 

1 40  Hour  Suspension 

1 1 

ND 

1 11/13/91 

1 10/26/92 

1 02/19/93 

1 Retraining 

1 1 

CRD 

1 11/20/91 

1 08/26/92 

1 11/05/92 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

ND 

1 11/20/91 

1 07/15/92 

1 09/09/92 

1 1 day  suspension 

1 1 

Policy 

1 11/25/91 

1 

1 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

UF/Policy 

1 12/03/91 

1 10/26/92 

1 11/20/92 

1 5 days  susp./4  in  abey. 

1 1 

CRD 

1 12/09/91 

1 03/17/92 

1 04/10/92 

1 Admonished 

2 1 

UF 

1 12/16/91 

1 01/20/93 

1 05/10/94 

1 Written  Reprimand 

1 1 

CRD 

1 12/26/21 

1 05/04/92 

1 07/20/92 

1 Admonished 

2 1 

UA 

1 12/31/91 

1 06/03/92 

1 06/10/92 

1 Not  Sustained 

4 1 

ND 

1 01/27/92 

1 01/28/93 

1 08/11/93 

1 1 day  Suspension 

2 1 

D 

1 01/29/92 

1 06/01/92 

1 07/22/92 

1 Admonished 
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SUSTAINED  LIST  1990  THROUGH  1994 


ETH| 

SUSTND 

-I =1 

1 COMP.  1 DATE 

1 DATE 

1 REMARKS 

“"1 

ALLEG. 

1 DATE 

1 MCD 

1 RETD 

2 1 

ND 

1 02/05/92 

1 09/10/92 

1 09/14/92 

1 Not  Sustained 

2 1 

NDJMDJ>ol 

1 03/06/92 

1 04/19/93 

1 06/17/94 

1 Admonsihed 

2 1 

ND 

1 02/29/92 

1 11/23/93 

1 Pending  MCD 

2 1 

ND 

1 02/21/92 

1 06/11/93 

1 05/10/94 

1 Admonished  - Retrained 

2 1 

UA 

1 02/25/92 

1 07/19/93 

1 03/14/94 

1 Sustained -Retrained 

1 1 

D 

1 

1 02/26/92 

1 01/28/93 

1 05/28/93 

1 Admonished 

2 1 

Policy 

1 02/27/92 

1 -- 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

NDx2 

1 03/06/92 

1 05/05/94 

1 06/16/94 

1 Retrained 

2 1 

D,ND(L-1) 

1 03/12/92 

1 06/11/93 

1 03/02/94 

1 Written  Reprimand 

2 1 

ND 

1 03/16/92 

1 04/14/93 

1 05/10/94 

1 Written  Reprimand 

3 1 

UF,UF 

1 03/19/92 

1 07/13/93 

1 01/27/94 

1 Unfounded 

2/6  1 

D 

1 04/06/92 

1 07/15/92 

1 11/06/92 

1 Reprimanded 

3 1 

ND 

1 04/09/92 

1 09/21/92 

1 11/06/92 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

Policy 

1 04/17/92 

1 -- 

1 — 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

UF,CRD,ND,ND 

1 04/20/92 

1 06/11/93 

1 08/26/94 

1 Reprimand,ND-GO  F-4  only 

ND/ND 

1 

1 Other  charges  dismissed 

2 1 

ND 

1 04/20/92 

1 03/05/93 

1 08/19/94 

1 1 day  susp./  abeyance  1 yr 

2 1 

Policy 

1 04/27/92 

1 -- 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

Policy 

1 05/04/92 

1 

1 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

CRD 

1 04/29/92 

1 04/14/93 

1 05/10/94 

1 Counselling  by  C.O. 

1 1 

ND/ND 

1 05/06/92 

1 04/14/93 

1 06/15/93 

1 Admonished/Admonished 

1 1 

UA/CRD 

1 05/11/92 

1 05/18/93 

1 09/03/93 

1 1 day  susp. 

3 1 

ND 

1 05/14/92 

1 01/21/93 

1 10/05/93 

1 Reprimand 

1 1 

D 

1 06/05/92 

1 04/13/93 

1 08/11/93 

1 Reprimand 

2 1 

ND 

1 06/12/92 

1 01/28/93 

1 08/11/93 

1 Admonished 

" 1 

ND 

1 06/12/92 

1 01/28/93 

1 08/11/93 

1 Admonished 

3/3  1 

UA/CRDx2 

1 06/03/92 

1 01/21/93 

1 05/05/94 

1 CRD  Not.Sus/ND  Retrain 

2 1 

Policy 

1 06/27/92 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

X 1 

CRD 

1 06/30/92 

1 06/11/93 

1 07/23/93 

1 Not  Sustained  (per  MCD) 

1 1 

CRD 

1 07/06/92 

1 07/28/93 

1 Pending  MCD 

1 1 

D 

1 07/02/92 

1 01/21/93 

1 03/14/94 

1 Written  Reprimand 

1 1 

Policy 

1 07/13/92 

1 

1 — 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

7 1 

ND 

1 08/10/92 

1 04/14/93 

1 01/11/94 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

CRD 

1 08/14/92 

1 04/13/93 

1 07/23/93 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

UA 

1 08/19/92 

1 03/05/93 

1 06/17/93 

1 Admonished 

2 1 

D 

1 08/25/92 

1 09/28/93 

1 05/10/94 

1 Admonished  - Retrained 

2 1 

D/UA 

2 1 

Policy 

1 08/31/92 

1 -- 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

ND 

1 09/09/92 

1 04/14/93 

1 02/24/94 

1 Not  Sustained 

1 1 

D 

1 09/11/92 

1 03/05/93 

1 05/05/94 

1 Admonished 
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SUSTAINED  LIST  1990  THROUGH  1994 


— 1 = 
ETH| 

1 

SUSTND 

ALLEG. 

H =1 

1 COMP.  1 DATE 
1 DATE  1 MCD 

1 DATE 
1 RETD 

= 1 = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = 

1 REMARKS 

? 1 

ND 

1 09/13/92 

1 08/03/93 

1 05/10/94 

1 Counselling  by  CO. 

2 1 

UA 

1 09/22/92 

1 10/20/93 

1 06/16/94 

1 Admonished 

UA 

2 1 

ND 

1 09/23/92 

1 04/14/93 

1 05/10/94 

1 Written  Reprimand 

X 1 

ND 

1 09/23/92 

1 07/16/93 

1 03/14/94 

1 Sustained -Admonished 

4 1 

ND 

1 10/01/92 

1 04/14/93 

1 07/23/93 

1 Admonished 

X 1 

UA/CRD/ND 

1 10/05/92 

1 10/20/93 

1 02/18/94 

1 Retd  to  MCD  3/14/94 

UA 

2 1 

ND/D 

1 10/22/92 

1 11/29/93 

1 06/16/94 

1 Not  Sustained 

1 1 

(UA)-->  Policy 

1 11/06/92 

1 10/20/93 

1 05/03/94 

1 UA  Not  Sustained 

X 1 

1 Policy  Recommendation  Submitted 

2 1 

D 

1 10/24/92 

1 10/20/93 

1 05/13/94 

1 Written  Reprimand 

X 1 

UA 

1 11/18/92 

1 06/11/93 

1 03/09/94 

1 Sustained/Retrained 

1 1 

RS 

1 11/25/92 

1 12/09/93 

1 05/20/94 

1 Reprimand 

1 1 

CRD 

1 11/30/92 

1 08/03/93 

1 05/10/94 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

ND 

1 11/30/92 

1 08/03/93 

1 10/05/93 

1 Not  Sustained 

1 1 

UA 

1 11/20/92 

1 09/10/93 

1 06/16/94 

1 1 day  suspension 

1 1 

ND 

1 12/01/92 

1 08/11/93 

1 03/21/94 

1 Written  Reprimand 

X 1 

ND 

1 12/04/92 

1 08/27/93 

1 05/05/94 

1 Not  Sustained 

SS,CRDx2 

1 01/05/93 

1 11/29/93 

1 06/16/94 

1 Admonished 

2 1 

Policy 

1 01/15/93 

1 -- 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

UA 

1 01/06/93 

1 10/28/93 

1 Pending  MCD 

1 1 

ND 

1 01/11/93 

1 03/14/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

X 1 

ND 

1 01/15/93 

1 04/28/93 

1 07/01/93 

1 Admonished 

3 1 

Policy 

1 02/19/93 

1 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

Pol./NDx3 

1 02/24/93 

1 07/06/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

1/X  1 

PoI.AJ  A/CRD 

1 03/02/93 

1 08/02/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

1 1 

Policy 

1 03/02/93 

1 -- 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

Policy 

1 03/02/93 

1 

1 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

1 1 

UA/UA 

1 03/11/93 

1 02/25/94 

1 07/18/94 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

CRD 

1 03/16/93 

1 10/20/93 

1 03/09/94 

1 Written  Reprimand 

3 1 

D/UAx2 

1 03/18/93 

1 07/22/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

3 1 

D 

1 03/25/93 

1 03/22/94 

1 05/05/94 

1 Not  Sustained 

X 1 

CRD 

1 04/01/93 

1 10/20/93 

1 03/14/94 

1 Sustained  - Counsel 

X 1 

ND 

1 04/08/93 

1 12/02/93 

1 06/16/94 

1 Not  Sustained 

3 1 

UF 

1 04/19/93 

1 07/06/94 

1 08/05/94 

1 returned  for  OCC  prosecution 

2 1 

RS,UA,ND 

1 04/23/93 

1 03/31/94 

1 06/07/94 

1 Pending  OCC  prosecution 

X 1 

CRD 

1 04/25/93 

1 10/20/93 

1 03/14/94 

1 Written  Reprimand 

X 1 

CRD 

1 05/04/93 

1 

1 Hearing  Request  granted 

3 1 

D 

1 05/14/93 

1 07/28/93 

1 09/19/93 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

Policy 

1 05/21/93 

1 -- 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 
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SUSTAINED  LIST  1990  THROUGH  1994 


1 


— 1 _ 
ETH| 

1 

SUSTND 

ALLEG. 

-=l 

1 COMP 
1 DATE 

= 1 

1 DATE 
1 MCD 

=1 

1 DATE  1 REMARKS 

1 RETD  1 

3 1 

Pol/ND,ND 

1 05/24/93 

1 05/13/94 

1 07/18/94 

1 Admonished 

3 1 

ND 

1 05/26/93 

1 01/12/94 

1 06/16/94 

1 Admonished 

? 1 

CRD 

1 06/04/93 

1 10/28/93 

1 05/10/94 

1 Counselling  by  CO. 

2 1 

ND 

1 06/08/93 

1 11/29/93 

1 05/05/94 

1 Counselling  by  C.O. 

1 1 

Policy 

1 06/09/93 

1 

1 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

X 1 

D 

1 06/23/93 

1 02/22/94 

1 06/17/94 

1 Admonished 

2 1 

ND 

1 06/28/93 

1 03/14/94 

1 10/20/94 

1 1 day  suspension 

1 1 

UA 

1 07/04/93 

1 11/29/93 

1 05/10/94 

1 Counselling  by  C.O. 

1 1 

ND 

1 07/12/93 

1 07/26/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

1 1 

Policy 

1 07/21/93 

1 -- 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

2 1 

ND&UF 

1 07/26/93 

1 09/20/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

2 1 

D 

1 07/21/93 

1 03/21/94 

1 05/20/94 

1 Unfounded 

X 1 

UF 

1 07/30/93 

1 07/06/94 

1 10/21/94 

1 3 days  suspension 

X 1 

NDx2 

1 07/28/93 

1 02/04/94 

1 07/18/94 

1 Admonished/Retrained 

1 1 

ND 

1 07/26/93 

1 01/12/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

X 1 

Policy 

1 08/16/93 

1 -- 

1 

1 Policy  Recommendation 

X 1 

ND 

1 08/27/93 

1 11/23/93 

1 01/04/94 

1 Not  Sust.  per  Chief 

1 1 

UA 

1 09/16/93 

1 05/02/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

2 1 

Policy 

1 09/23/93 

1 -- 

1 — 

1 Policy  Recommedation 

2 1 

RS/CRDx3 

1 09/18/93 

1 07/22/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

1 1 

Policy 

1 10/18/93 

1 

1 -- 

1 Policy  Recommedation 

2 1 

CRD 

1 11/04/93 

1 05/13/94 

1 Back  to  MCD  - 06/06/94 

4 1 

CRD 

1 11/10/93 

1 01/20/94 

1 03/03/94 

1 Admonished 

1 1 

UF 

1 11/18/93 

1 10/17/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

X { 

ND 

1 11/29/93 

1 09/01/94 

1 10/21/94 

1 Counselled 

2 1 

UF 

1 12/09/93 

1 03/23/94 

1 06/16/94 

1 Counselled 

CRD 

X 1 

CRDx2,  CRD 

1 12/13/93 

1 09/14/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

1 1 

D,RS 

1 01/01/94 

1 08/26/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

1 1 

UAx2 

1 01/19/94 

1 08/10/94 

1 09/14/94 

1 NSx2/perchief:corrected  P.F. 

3 1 

UF 

1 01/28/94 

1 08/22/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

1 1 

ND 

1 02/08/94 

1 Pending  OCC  hearing 

3 1 

CRD  X 2 

1 02/24/94 

1 10/25/94 

1 Pending  delivery  MCD 

4 1 

ND,NDx2 

1 03/25/94 

1 05/06/94 

1 10/19/94 

1 Chiefs  Written  Reprimand 

1 1 

UA,  ND  X 2 

1 05/09/94 

1 09/27/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

1 1 

NDxND 

1 06/22/94 

1 09/13/94 

1 Pending  MCD 

1 1 

Policy 

1 08/10/94 

1 --- 

1 --- 

1 Policy  Recommedation 
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PROCEDURE  RECOMMENDATION 
OCC  Case  No.  0840-93 


SUBJECT:  AUTO  THEFT  REPORTING  SYSTEM  TO  INSURE  AGAINST  LOSS  OF 

REPORTS 


Recommendation 


The  OCC  recommends  that  upon  receiving  information  relative  to  a 
stolen  vehicle  from  the  Reportee,  the  Reporting  Officer  should 
immediately  phone  the  information  to  Auto-Status,  i.e.,  year,  make, 
model,  color,  license  plate  number,  vin  number,  registered  owner. 
Verification  of  this  call  is  to  be  entered  on  the  report  by  the 
Reporting  Officer,  i.e.,  date/time,  and  ID#  of  the  person  spoken  to. 


Background 

The  OCC  received  a complaint  from  the  owner  of  a stolen  vehicle 
which  alleged  that  a vehicle  theft  report  had  not  been  completed  and 
processed.  Twelve  days  after  reporting  her  vehicle  stolen,  the  OCC 
complainant  phoned  Central  Station  and  was  told  that  there  was  no 
record  of  her  vehicle  being  reported  stolen  and  a report  could  not 
be  found.  The  report  was  completed  by  the  Reporting  Officer  on 
October  6,  reported  to  the  Bureau  on  October  25,  and  entered  into 
the  computer  on  November  10. 

Similar  complaints  alleging  "missing"  auto  theft  reports  have  been 
received  by  the  OCC  in  the  past. 


Submitted  i'  J g L<  > 

'^ary  Wh^e,  Investigator 


^ -/ V-  9 7 


Received  by: 


John  Parker,  Chief  Investigator  Date 


Al^reda  Davis  Porter,  Director 


Approved  by: 


Date 
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POT.  TCY  RECOMMENDATION 
OCC  Case  Number  94  - 94 
Subject:  Advising  Property  Owners  of  Property 
to  be  Released  or  Destroyed 


Recommendation : 

The  General  Orders  should  be  revised  to  require  notification  to 
property  owners  when  property  being  held  for  safekeeping  or  evidence 
is  ready  to  be  released  to  the  owner.  Notification  when  the 
property  is  being  scheduled  for  destruction  also  should  be  included 
in  the  General  Orders.  All  reasonable  efforts  ■ shall  be  made  to 
locate  and  notify  property  owners  in  the  event  they  have  changed 
addresses . 

Background : 

In  this  case,  property  was  recovered  in  1992  by  the  Department  after 
being  stolen.  Part  of  the  property  was  returned  to  the  owner,  but 
part  was  retained  by  the  Department  for  use  as  evidence. 

The  case  was  completed  in  1992.  Under  General  Order  Q-1,  no 
notification  that  the  property  was  now  ready  for  release  to  the 
owner  is  mandated,  and  therefore  none  was  sent.  In  1994,  when  the 
owner  finally  requested  that  the  property  be  returned,  he  was 
notified  that  it  had  already  been  destroyed.  The  owner  tells  OCC  he 
had  not  requested  return  of  the  property  earlier  as  he  thought  the 
Department  would  notify  him  when  the  property  was  no  longer  needed 
as  evidence  and  could  be  released. 

Current  procedures  do  not  require  notification  to  the  owner  that  the 
property  is  ready  for  release.  Neither  is  notice  sent  when  property 
is  to  be  destroyed.  The  OCC  recommends  that  such  notification 
requirements  be  added  as  part  of  the  General  Orders, 


Preoared  hv: 


July  22 , 1994 


IRENE  F.  RAPOZA 
Investigator 


DATE 


Reviewed  by: 


JOHN  C . PARKER 
Chief  Investigator 


DATE 
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POHECY  REOCMMENDAirrON 
OOC  Case  #606-94 


SUBJECT:  California  V^iicle  Code  Sections  23229  and  27315  (d) 


REOCM^EliDATICN: 

Ihat  the  Departrrvent  prepare  a Department  Bulletin  and  disseminate  information  about 
California  Vehicle  Code  Sections  23229  and  27315  (d)  (1)  . 

BACR333UND: 


On  July  19,  1994  complainant,  a taxi  driver  for  Veterans  Cab  Company,  had  three 
fares  viio  were  drinking  beer  from  open  containers.  The  driver  of  the  cab  was  not 
drinking.  Police  officer  pulled  the  cab  over  and  cited  the  driver  for  violation  of 
23223(d)  CVC,  possession  of  an  open  container  in  a motor  vehicle.  The  cab  driver 
told  the  officer  that  the  vehicle  code  entitled  his  passengers  to  consume  alccholic 
beverages.  The  officer  told  the  complainant  that  he  had  never  heard  of  this  law 
and  subsequently  cited  the  complainant.  When  questioned,  the  officer  admitted  that 
he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  code  section,  and  that  had  he  known,  he  would  not  have 
issued  the  citation. 

In  the  course  of  the  investigation  it  was  determined  that  the  Department 
has  not  disseminated  information  to  members  about  section  23229  CVC  vhich  states  in 
pertinent  part;  drivers  or  owners  of  a bus,  taxicab  or  limousine  for  hire,  licensed 
to  transport  passengers,  are  exempt  from  section  23223  CVC.  (Section  23223 
prohibits  possession  of  opened  containers  of  alcoholic  beverage  in  motor  vehicles.) 

The  investigation  also  disclosed  that  patrol  officers  had  not  been 
informed  about  section  27315(d)  (1)  CVC,  which  states  in  pertinent  part;  No  person 
shall  operate  a private  passenger  motor  vehicle  on  a highway  unless  that  person  and 
all  passengers  are  properly  restrained  by  a safety  belt.  This  section  shall  not 
apply  to  the  operator  of  a taxicab  when  the  taxicab  is  driven  on  a city  street. 

The  Department  normally  issues  bulletins  annually  \^ch  update  officers  on 
code  changes,  or  new  laws  for  enforcement.  Planning  Division  staff  has  advised 
that  the  Department  overlooked  the  above  referenced  changes  to  the  Vehicle  Code. 
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JOHN  PARKER,  Ir±erim  Director 
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DEFINITIONS  OF  ALLEGATIONS 


Unnecessary  Force  (UF)  : Any  use  of  force  which  exceeds  the  level  of  force 

reasonably  needed  to  perform  a necessary  police  action. 

Unwarranted  Action  (UA)  : An  act  or  action  not  necessitated  by  circumstances 

or  which  does  not  effect  a legitimate  police  purpose. 

Conduct  Reflecting  Discredit  (CRD) : An  act  or  action  which,  by  its  nature, 

reflects  badly  on  the  Department  and  undermines  public  confidence. 

Neglect  of  Duty  (ND)  : Failure  to  take  action  when  some  action  is  required  under 

the  applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

Racial  Slur  (RS) : Behavior  or  use  of  language  meant  to  belittle  or  defame 

because  of  race  or  ethnicity. 

Sexual  Slur  (SS) : Behavior  or  the  use  of  language  meant  to  belittle  or  defame 

because  of  sex  or  sexual  orientation. 

Discourtesy  (D)  : Behavior  or  language  commonly  known  to  cause  offense,  including 

the  use  of  profanity. 


DEFINITIONS  OF  FINDINGS 


Sustained  (S)  : A preponderance  of  the  evidence  proved  that  the  conduct 
complained  of  did  occur,  and  that  using  as  a standard  the  applicable  regulations 
of  the  Department,  the  conduct  was  improper. 

Not  Sustained  (NS) : The  investigation  failed  to  disclose  sufficient  evidence  to 
either  prove,  or  disprove  the  allegation  made  in  the  complaint. 

Proper  Conduct  (PC) : The  evidence  proved  that  the  acts  which  provided  the  basis 
for  the  allegations  occurred;  however,  such  acts  were  justified,  lawful,  and 
proper . 

Unfounded  (U) : The  evidence  proved  that  the  acts  alleged  in  the  complaint  did 
not  occur,  or  that  the  named  member  was  not  involved  in  the  acts  alleged. 

Policy  Failure  (PF)  : The  evidence  proved  that  the  act  by  the  member  was 
justified  by  Departmental  policy,  procedure,  or  regulation;  however,  the  OCC 
recommends  a change  in  the  particular  policy,  procedure,  or  regulation. 

Supervision  Failure  (SF) : The  evidence  proved  that  the  action  complained  of  were 
the  result  of  inadequate  supervision  when  viewed  in  light  of  applicable  law; 
training;  and  Departmental  policy  and  procedure. 

Training  Failure  (TF) : The  evidence  proved  that  the  action  complained  of  was  the 
result  of  inadequate  or  inappropriate  training;  or  a absence  of  training  when 
viewed  in  light  of  Departmental  policy  and  procedure. 

Information  Only  (10)  : The  evidence  proved  that  the  action  complained  of  did  not 
involve  a sworn  member  of  the  Department;  or  that  the  action  described  was  so 
obviously  imaginary  that  their  occurrence  is  not  admissible  by  any  competent 
authority.  Information  Only  allegations  are  not  counted  as  complaints  against 
sworn  members  of  the  Department.  Complaints  against  non-sworn  employees  of  the 
Department  are  referred  to  Management  Control  Division.  Complaints  against 
employees  of  other  agencies,  are  -referred  to  the  appropriate  agency. 

No  Finding  (NF) : The  complainant  failed  to  provide  additional  requested 
evidence,  or  the  complainant  requested  a withdrawal  of  the  complaint. 
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